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NJ SCOTIA, or Acadia, mh 
ed by the E 18005 commiſſaries under 


the Utrecht treaty in 1713. ſhort ſtrokes - - -- | 5 


* Nov Scotia, as granted to Sir William I. 
lexander 162 1, and divided by him into 
| two provinces, Alexandria 100 Caledonia, 
i ch the eaſt of dus line , 
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The Limits of ACL. 


Fr Ef I "IN by 157 * 
a 4 and ſtates may be, and, in Falte 
are governed, are of two oppoſite kinds; 

> frit. conſiſts of mars, founded on 
Mae rules of honeſty, juſtice, equity, inte- 


grity, ene volence, hum ity; 5 in ſhort, 
conformable to the api 1 of reaſon, 
and nature. HR % | + 


- 


The other ili" its nn Ot the 


| ſources of fraud, deceit, double-dealing, arti- 
ice, fineſſe, chicanery, difimulation, para, 


PN, perhdy, 7 . and WANT. 


1 ied not here aſk which of theſe two ſorts 
= 1s If elegible, or conducive to, 
a nation: that is obvious to, 

| 1 af we diſcerning man at firſt ſight; 
rund our 225 7 proverb has well determined, 
that honeſt. is the beſt policy. 2 is * ſenti- 


5 ment e * in general 1 115 by, # 


— 1 | 
_ = - 
""s 83 
N 3 5 a 
6 % ; = "* 
3. 2 
- — 


„ * 
1 o 
wy 7 
a 


"Y * 9 % * FER +7 .»þ * 
* 4 * 


—— 


8 2 1 
hoped ves governors will always conform 
1 5 themſelves to that no leſs divine than ſalutary 
© Ho Rule. Other nations, or rather the — 4 | 
1 of other nations, have made choice of the 
poſite ſyſtem, for regulating their condu 
3 not that they think it beſt of the two, but ag 
_ cauſe it better ſuits with the corrupt principles, 
and rapacious views, of themſelves or their ſo- 
vereign, ' whoſe ſlaves they are, and whoſe tools 
in Wy they ſubmit to be. 


"Ti is true, there are in the world many arbi- 
| trary or deſpotic governments,” whoſe ſyſtem of 
politics is ſtrictly juſt, - and e 
to the public og, On the contrary, there 
_ poſſibly thay be free ſtates wherein the falſe 
ſyſtem prevails ; becauſe the miniſters are be- 
come too powerful, and conſequently corrupt. 
But whenever this happens to be the caſe, li- 
1 berty in ſuch a country, is properly no more 
ttthan a bare name, and ftrength on the decay: for 
free ſtates can neither ſubſiſt themſelves, nor ſup- 
their freedom againſt powerful neighbours, 
ut by ſtrictly adhering to upright meaſures. 


1 pright politics, ſuch as I have defined them, 

are : baſis of their happy conſtitution ; and 

| how can the ſuperſtructure ſubſiſt, if the foun- 
dation be either 1apped or taken away? They 

| muſt not do wrong, any. more than ſuffer, wrong? 

They muſt no more dare to make ſlaves of 

| Doro, then they would defire to be made ſlaves 
 - themſelves. The rules of upright litics muſt 
be all perfect, without exception. "One falſe or 
unjuſt principle, would contaminate the * 
and prove a cancer, which, by degrees, would 

infect, a — eat up all the reſt. 
* ö Among 


* 


(ol. 


1 the ernments which — adopted 
falſe mong th gen to proceed on, that of the 
French has made itſelf moſt remarkable on this 
fide of the globe. Their miniſters began to 
build on this bad foundation, in the reign of 
| Louis XI. and they who —— endeavoured 
to improve their plan, which Richlien brought 
to perfection, by firſt turning thoſe politics a- 
gainſt his own nation, and tricking them out of 


their liberty. 


| Ever fince then there is ſcarce a treaty or n 
tiation, which the French have had with foreign- 
ers, wherein their miniſters have not made uſe 

of the rules of their ſyſtem to over- reach and 
gain advantages. Neither is there any nation 
on whom they have practiſed their art, called 
fineſſe, more than on the Engliſh; nor with 
whom their endeavours have ſucceeded better. 
Whether it was owing to exceſs of honeſty, 
which ſuſpects no deceit ; or to ignorance, ' 
which is eaſil Pl impoſed on; or laſtly, to infine 
cerity, againſt which. 1 is no guard, for a 
long ſeries of years our miniſters were duped, 
and the nation defrauded by the French, more 
or leſs. in all their treaties and negotiations. 


In effect, we had been cozen'd by them ſo 
often, without taking warning; and ſuffered ſo 
many impoſitions without reſenting, or even 
ſeeming to be ſenſible of, them; that they were 
encouraged at laſt to attempt the moſt daring 
inſult, on us, that can well be imagined : 
namely, to *** near three parts in four of a 
large province, to wit, Nova Scotia; under pre- 
tence "Mat they had ceded only a little part of 
4 | B 2 it, 


mn 
(III l — 
7 5 * Y 


or WE IS, 3s. ve a ec SEGA 0 oe + 
- * 25 
, F 


l : — — — —— 9 AIR —— 
— . A OCTANE PEI 484 — — — — ' — 
l 2 Dy 2 4 0 
4 = 4 ln, * 
, d 
* 
* 
- * ö 
4 , 
. . 4 
8 0 Ml 
* 
oy 
* — 


that the! 
madvert on; were written. But before e en- 
ter upon this tak, it will be proper to Be an 

account of the work in yueſton. | 


"R471 


It, anne“ they had by a folemn treaty, in the 
| 55 expreſs erms, given up 7he wbole ; and it 
Was to juſtify this extraordinary proceeding; 


morials which we are about to am- 


The Memorials concerning the Amit &f 


Acadia, mentioned in the title of this tract, are 


printed in two volumes, quarto. The firſt Lon⸗ 


tains (1.) the Memorial of the Exgliſß Com- 
triiſſaries, William * and Vi lian MA, 


Eſquires, delivered to thoſe of the French may, 
September 21, 1750, relating to the Limits 6 


Noba Scotia, or Acadia, and the demands of 
 Great- Britain thereto under the treaty of Utrecht: 


which takes up five pages. 


(2.) Two Memorials ſent to the Fn wo Com- 
miffiries by thoſe of the French King, Meſſieurs 
La Galifſoniere, and Silhouette, The firſt of the 


| fame date with the Eugliſs, is an anſwer of two 
Pages, importing; that by the treaty of Urrocbt, 


the King cedes to Great-Britain, all Acadia, ac- 
cording to its ancient Limits, and alſo. Port- Royal 
or Annapolis. In the feeond, bearing date the 
16th of November 1750, and conſiſting of eight 


lines; the French Commiſſaties, in anſwet to 


thoſe of the Engliſh, who defired that they would 


explain themſelves more preciſely, with reſpett to the 


ancient Limits of Acadia, declare: that the ancient 


Acadia begins at the extrimity of French Bay, 


rum [either] Cape St. Mary, or Cape Fourchu ; 
Cant e along the w; and alt at Cape 
4 — 


(3) K 


* 


T 5 1 WT, 
Y. AN * N | 
aN 3.0 A ia of the Engl Commithries; 
as delivered to thoſe of France; Junuury 11, 17813 
containing an anſwer to the French Memorials! 
wherein: they endeavour, from redſon and au- 
thorities, to ſupport their own ſyſtem, and re- 
fute that of the French: eſcorted with obſerva- 
tions of the French Commiſſaries; by wad of 
notes. Takes up 66 pages. | 


25 (4) Memorial of the French Comihihriesz 

Ofober 4, 1751, in anſwer to thoſe of the 

Engliſh; delivered on Septmber_21, 1750, and 

—— 11, 1750, 3 2817 pages] 
in all 256. | 


The ſecond volume contains the vouchers 
and authorities ptoduced on both ſides, con- 
cerning the Limits of Acadia; conliſting of thres 
parts, ſe ay Treaties and other F . to 


page 1 


(2. ) Authentic pieces aid by he Ex 
ommillaries, in ſupport of their Memorial 


January 11, 1751: pages 224, to p. 409. 


(.) Authentic ieces produced by the Faw 
Coirchillirles,” 210 f OY of 9 ey advance 
in their Memorials br September 1. fn No- 
vember 16, 1750; and OAober 4 1751, from 


P. 409 to 646; "compriſing 237 pages. 


The E 180% Memorials ſet forth, that we 
claim, as Acadia, all the country to the ib 
of river St. Laurence, and eaſt gf 8 
even to the river Renmbet, ot borders of 7 
England, in regard the treaty of Utrecht giv 
the whole of Neva Scotia, or Atallis, h 
fo f its antient Limits; with all the lands rock ; 

ereo 


al 


thereof, at any * 2 by * French, or 
| dependant on it. Likewiſe ” they from the 
of the French Kings, and their demands 
time to time, that Acadia extended to thoſe 
Limits; and, that in confequence of ſuch de- 
mands, they had ſo much delivered up to them 
1 Gere 
, in May 1632. 5 


The French, in their 8; oY afrer avaling 


_ at almoſt every proof, brought to 1 55 
ſeveral articles; at laſt reject — as inſuf - 


ficent, alledging : that = bounds found in 


their King's Commiſſion to- their governors, 
and in the treaties between the two crowns, fince 
the year 1632, are bounds of a later date, oc- 
caſionally 2 ger to the country to diſtinguiſh the 

parts ceded, and not the ancient limits of Acadia; 
Thich they pretend were confined to the coaſt 
from Cape St. Mary, or Cape Fourchu to Cape 
Ne _ thence to Canſeau, as aforeſaid. _ 


This objection about the ancient limits is a 
notorious quibble ; the abſurdity of which has 
been ſufficiently expoſed by the author of the 
Conduct of the French, with regard to Nova 
Scotia: who at the ſame time demonſtrates from 
indiſputable authority, that even in that ſence, 
the Engliſh are entitled to all which they claim, 
if not more. Nor is that quibble to be main- _ 
_ tained otherwiſe, than by corrupting * ſup- 
preſſing evidence: to prove which, is the _ 
_ end of 4 remarks. | 


"The French Commiſſaries, to ſupport their 
sytem, have amaſſed a vaſt number of autho- 
rities and paſſages from treaties, patents, tra- 
velers, geographers, and other quarters, BY 


3 2 it 


. A 
It is not my intention here to anſwer the French 
Memorials, and examine the weight of all their 
| proofs : that has been done already by a ma- 
Reenty hand; and, it is * will ere long ap- 
pear to the confuſion of thoſe, whoſe unfait 
dealings it expoſeth. My deſign in this piece 
is of a leſs extenſive and laborious nature. It 
is confined fimply to ſet forth the deceit and 
artifice, - which in the publication as well as 
drawing up of their Memorials, the French 
Miniſters (conformable to their ſyſtem of poli- 
tics) have made uſe of, to conceal from the 
public, all ſuch evidence, as either abſolutely 
deſtroy their own pretenſions, or ſerve to eſta- 
bliſh thoſe of the Zrgit. On this occaſion, 
they are chargable with two unwarrantable 


Firſt, with extracting from authors only ſuch 

ſſages as they imagined might be ſtrained to 
2 their ſyſtem,” and omitting thoſe - which 
make expreſsly againſt them.  * 


Secondly, in ſuppreſſing the reply of the Bri- 
tiſb Commiſſaries to their Memorial of October 
4, 1751, or anſwer to the Exgliſß Memorials. 


To prove the firſt of theſe two points, it will 

not be expected that I ſhould read both volumes 
through, to look for inſtances; or examine every 
author, which the French Commiſſaries have 
made uſe of, to ſee if they have omitted any 
3 leſs ſavourable to themſelves, and more 

ſo to us, than thoſe which they have produced. 

I take it for granted, that it will be ſufficient, if 
among them all I can point out one author 
Which furniſhes proof of their having acted 750 


contradict 


his end hall ! 


5 


Part, 1 ſhall tranſlate one, whole article ir 
2 of the 5 . 
Ach of OZober 1751, in fo, choſe 

e 
e thor, Wo 
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oweyer, oy 


them, with — * Fr my Ons. s way 
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Ae tailing the Bits of Acaidis, taken 
. the Ve ojages of the Sieur Champlain- 


LT! HE relitions of the Sieur Champlain 
founder of Quebec, and governor 05 

Canada, are neither ſo preciſe nor exa7 as thoſe of 

the Sieur Denys * ; becauſe it was not his del 

| | as it was that of Days, to determine the 11 Hits ; 
a E the countries 7. Keg M a 1 


i. 1 


er 


eee e eee 95 
17 7 ee — 
+ It does not to have n o 
more than Cha amps. to detertaine the Limits of the 95 
= which he > Aeribes: And, if it had, that deſctip- 
II INT (Hit, * 'Pritio, vol. i. 


— 


17 


8 ?P 2 % ? - 


--IE: Ons e 
nor ſufficient *, on which to ground a juſt opi- 
nion concerning the true denomination of the 
countries in queſtion : to determine this it is 
neceſſary to collect, compare and explain them 
one by another; after which, it will evidently 


. appear, that the name of Acodia ſuits only with 
Wd, 5 Og | 


HI. In 


page 113. ſw" Prong pg * 1744.) relates to the diviſion 
of, the country or coaſts ſouth of St. Lawrence river, among 
three or four governors ; whence it was neceſſary that the 
provinces have different names, one of which retain'd 
that of Acadia. The Commuſſaries take no notice of this 

viion, which e * the caſe. Beſides, this diviſion 
made apparently by the governors themſelves) did not 
rake place, till after W ſeveral years after) Cham- 
Flair wrote: conſequently, cannot be oppoſed to what this 
author may ſay concerning the bounds of Acadia in his own 
time. Ses ile Conduct of the French, with regard to Nova 
Scotia; where this matter is amply diſcuſſed. 

A ſingle paſſage of this author was ſufficient for the 
purpoſe, had they produced it; nor would it be neceffary 
to collect any others to explain it: for it explains itſelf. 

+ Whether the name of Acadia fey only with the ſouth- 

the Peninſula, or not; according to the ages 
a Cone bave collected, is of no Aroma 
* ſince the contrary would have evidenth- appeared, had 
ey produced thoſe which really are to the purpoſe. Be 
that as it will, Henry IV. thought Acadia much la in 
his Commiſion to 2 Monts in 1603, he makes bin Fs L Lieu- 
tenant - General in the Countries, Territories, coats and con- 
fines of Lacadia, ſrum the 40 to the 46 degree of latitude. And 
a little before he care. that he had been of a long time 
informed of the fituation and condition of the Countrics and Ter- 
riteries of Cadia.—. Acadia, therefore, at that time, included 
at leaſt all the main land, as well as Peninſula, and coaft 
of Etechemins, with the lands to the ſouth of the 46 parallel; 
which entering the Continent at the bottom of Bay Verte, 
paſſes through the country, and cuts the river of Sz. Lau- 
rence, to the north of Montreal. I ſay, at leaſt ſo much, for 
it is not ſaid that Acadia ends at, or is bounded by, the | 
46th — C 


. 10 = 
III. In 1 firſt chapter of the ſecond book 
of his voyages, (part I. p. 49.) he undertakes 
to deſcribe all the * things along the 
coaſt of Acadia from La Hebe. This deſcrip- 
tion does not extend beyond the bay of &. 
Mary, which is near the entrance Nl the 
French Bay t; and in this point the Sieur Cham- 
plain agrees with the Sieur Denys, who places 
the entrance of Acadia at the end of the French 


Bay . 
IV. Hs, in like manner, makes the entrance 


of the great bay of &. Laurence to commence 
at the paſſage, which is between Cape-Canſeau, 
and the Iſle of Cape. Briton. There is, ſays 

- * he, (p. 96.) a great Bay, which paſſes be- 
« tween ihe Iſle of Cape Briton, and the main 
<« land, and runs into the Bay of Si. Laurence, 
00 through which one fails to Gaſpe.” It is ob- 
ſervable, that the coaſt which is oppoſite to the 
Me- Royal, or Cape- Briton, is not called Acadia 


by him, but ſimply the Main-land ||. 9 


V. Hx ſeems, on the contrary, to diſtinguiſh 
theſe Countries one from the other. In ſpeak- 


The chapter ends there ; but the deſcription of Jada 
muſt be continued, at leaſt, through the ſecond chapter, 
round French Bay, (or that of Fundy) to St. Croix: river, 
which, p. 48. Champlain places in Acadia; as he does elſe- 
where the Cape of two Bays, and Bay of Mines. os: here- 
after, p. 14. note. 

_ + Called by the En gh/p, Bay of Fundy pt 77 

t That is quite train d: * only 4295 % Þ that hoe: 
e makes a paſſage from the French 1 the Lan 
Acadia. Champlain ſays, it makes a RE (from the ay 
into that Bay, as quoted by the 46 pale ( lower down. 

Is it not eaſy to ſee that Main- land is here put with 
great propriety, in contradiſtinction to Mand, which goes 
jaſt before? This paſſage alſo proves, that the Great Bay 
to the ſouth of Can/eau or Canſo-Gut, is no part of &., Lau. 
rence Gulph, as the French pretend | it is. 


* 


* 


"ing 


Ing of two ſhips which accompanied him thither, 
in 1604, with the Sieur de Monts: it is ſaid, 
(p. 43.) That being arrived at Canſeau, one 
of them ſhaped its courſe towards the iſland 
«©. of Cape-Britonz and the other ſail'd more 
at large towards the coaſts of Acadia. 


VI. In the ſecond chapter of the ſecond book 
he deſcribes the French-Bay, on which occaſion 
he reports, (p. 52.) That he went to an 

« Iſland call'd Long-{land, which makes a 
$ to go into the Great French Bay, ſo 
* named by the Sieur de Monts. „ 


VII. Taus from the firſt voyage of the Sieur 
de Monts in 1604, and very beginning of the 
firſt eſtabliſhments, of the French in North- 
America; this part of New France had its pro- 
per denomination, which was that of French- 
Bay , and not Acadia: a province which does 
4 | A5 de not 


* Nothing like this is ſaid, as may appear from the 
words of Champlain. — Eflans à Dieppe, on s embarque: un 
vaiſſeau va a T adeuſſac ; Ledit du Pont, avec la Commiſion 
dudit Sieur de Monts a Canſeau, & le long de la Coſte vers 
I'iſle du Cap- Breton, voir ceux qui contreviendroient aux 
defences de $a Majeſte, Le Sieur de Monts prend la route 
plus a val vers les coſtes de Acadie. Which words plainly, 
declare, that departing from Dieppe, not Canſeau, one ſhip 
ſhaped its. courſe for Tadouſſac;- the ſecond, for Canſeau, 
and the coaſt of Cape. Breton; and the third, more at large, 
for the coaſts of Acadia. So that the Commiſſaries have 
ſtrangely miſrepreſented the matter, in making Champlain 
ſay, that the three ſhips arrived at Canſeau, and then de- 
parted for their reſpective deſtinations. Their view was 
o have it thought, that in ds Mont's time the coaſts of 
Acadia lay all to the weſt of Carſear, and did not extend 
northward, and along the gulph of 57. Laurence: although 
lower down we find that was the caſe, from Cham - 
plain himſelf, who accompany'd de Monts. 0 m 2548 

+ From the very paſſage they quote, (as well as from, 
many others) the contrary appears. By French. Bay, Cham- 
ö .. C 2 | plain 


J 


F Tr 12 1 | 
dot comtnence, as hath been nnn 
mn 555 


VIII. In effec, the firſt: chapter of Cham- 
Plain's ſecond book, (part i. p. 49.) which pro- 
feſſeth to deſcribe all tbe remarkable things along 
the coaſts of Acadia; ſays not one word either 
of Port- Royal or of the Frencb- Bay: And the 
ſecond chapter of the ſame book, (page 54. ) 
which undertakes to deſcribe Port-Royal and 
the French-Bay, does not once mention the 
name of Acadia, or any thing relating thereto ; 
which is the more remarkable, as Champlain 
declares in the ſame chapter, that he gave the 


name to Port-Royal. 


IX. In appears from ſeveral places of his 
voyages, (p. 209, and 267.) that the name, pe- 


ain means the arm of the ſea, which only was ſo called 
y de Monts; and not the coaft, or any part of the land. 
The ſame palpable violence they put on the words of 
Leſearbot ; and to give a colour to this, introduce their 
quotations from Dexys, in whoſe time, about the year 1654, 
that name was firſt impoſed (if at all) on the Continent, 
(on the occaſion mentioned in a ſubſequent note,) before 
thoſe from the other two authors, as if they followed him; 
although he wrote 40 or 50 years Utter than ether of 
n 
bo This part is called the end of the Bay, with no more 
8 (for tis indeed the beginning or entrance of it} 
Ga the Bay itſelf is called a Province. 

+ What then? Nor does he in the ſeventh chapter, where 
he deſcribes the coaſt from La Heve to Canſeau, onee men- 
tion Acadia, although the Commiſſaries allow that it be- 
longs to Acadia. Nay, in the firſt chapter, where he ſo 
formally profeſſeth to ſpeak of all the remarkable things 
_ along the coaſt of Acadia, it is plain he does not ; fince, 
he there ſays, nothing of thoſe which he deſcribes in the 
ſeventh chapter. Suk inſtances determine nothing, either 
one way or the other, and only ſerve to ſhew how 2 
or negligent an author may be. 


8 | culiar 
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euliar to the coaſt, - which extends from Acadia 
to the Almon/biquois, (at preſent call'd News 
England) is that of the oat of the Etechemins | 
ar country of Noremb 

X. Ir cannot be faid that theſe denomina- 
tions, and that of Acadia, are one and the ſame 
thing. On the contrary, it rs, that Cham- 
plain conſiders ' them as different countries. 
Theſe are, ſays he, (p. 93.) all the coaſts which 
_ we diſcovered, ad well of Acadia, as of the Ete- 

chemins and Almouſhiquois *. 

XI. He ſpeaks in another place (p. 296.) 
of the coaſts of New France, where are, ſays he, 
Acadia, Etechemins, 4 and the” 
great river St. Laurence ? | 


® e account, (1.) there was no country 
then known by the name of French- Bay. (2.) All the coaſts 
diſcovered and deſcribed from Le Heve round Cape-Sable to 
Port-Royal; and from thence round the French-Bay to the 
8 coaſt, E to Acadia : And, prong 8 
(pa e river Paſſumaguad,, to 
the eaſtern 5 — f thoſe Indians. _ | 
If it be ſaid that Dexys extends the country of the Ete- 
chemins to St. Fohn's river; tis anſwered, (1.) that he de- 
clares, (p. 2.) that he deſcribes ; coaſt from Pentagoet to 
that river by report only; and page 31. that the Erechemin 
coaſt ends tive leagues weft of St. Croix river. 4 2.) Th: 
in caſe it did extend to St. John's, it will follow, th war of 
the coaſt of the Etechemins, was the ſame with, or belonged 
to, Acadia, fince Champlain (p. 48.-) places . Creix river 
in Acadia. | 
I, on the other hand, it be ſaid again, that the coaſt 
from Cape Canſeau to Cape Gaſpe, Was not in Acadia, 
becauſe not included in the. deſcription, to which the | 
pallage 3 in queſtion refers; tis anſwered, that does not fol- 
ſince then, for the ſame reaſon, the coaſt from La 
Hewe to Canſeau, would not belong to Acadia, although al- 
lowed by the French Commiſſaries to belong to it. This 
ſhews that the paſſage in queſtion is plac inadvertently 
at the end of the ſeventh chapter, inſtead of the eighth, _ 
+ If it appears from this paſſage, that Acadia was a di- 
King W from that of 12 Zleclemins, &c. I hope 4 
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| XII. 'In his treatiſe of navigation ( p. 96.) 
8 at the end of his voyages, he ſays, that if ove has | 
a mind to go to the coaſt of Acadia, Souriquois, 
 Etechemins, and |; 4 = a make 
_— <Dreſon . e N 


. XIII. In a mend, 3 * all 4 d of 
Champlain, where theſe diferent countries. are 
mentioned: that of the Etechemins: is not leſs 
different from Acadia, than * of gen r 
or New. England N r | 


XIV. We think we ou ght not to omit ſome | 
paſſages i in the Sieur Champlain, which ſtill more 
evince the difference which he makes between 
the ſituation of Port- Royal and that of Ls Heve. 


2 The Sieur de Poitritcourt, to who the 
Sieur de Monts had given up Port-Royal, at his 


will allow, it as unn appears, that the coaſt or country 
of Acadia, extended from the river St. Laurence to that of 
the Etechemins ; ſince Champ ain (as obſerved in the pre- 
ceding note) makes the coaſt of Acadia begin where that 
of the Etechemins ends. 

In the table for ſupplying names, omitted in his map, 
(P- 4.) immediately p ing that treatiſe on navigation, 

makes a particular diviſion for the coaſt of Acadia, un - 

der this title, Returning to the Gulph of St. Laurence and Coaſt 
2 He does not ſay the Caaſ of the Gulph of &. 

e, which ſhews that the coaſt of Acadia was the ſame 
with that coaſt; as if he had ſaid, Returning to the Coaft of 
Acadia, in the Gulph of St. Laurence. He begins with the 
river Gaſpey, and paſſing round the Peninſula of Acadia to 

| Long-I/land, enters the Bay Franpoiſe, which he likewiſe 
takes in, (for he mentions the Cape of two Bays and Port of 
Mines) and ends with the river of the Erechemins : which 
thews he included that river as well as the river ,Gaſpey, . 
within the bounds of Acadia 
: + This is allowed, ſuppoſing the river + of the Etechemins 
to have been the eaſtern 12 * of thoſe Indians ; otherwiſe 
not, * che reaſon given in a preceding note. N 


departure 


E 


departure for France, left there the Sieur Bier- 
court his ſon. According to the marginal note, 
(p. 90.) the Sieur de Poitrincourt left bis ſon the 
Sieur de Biencourt in New ae it does not 


ſay in Acadia Me 
XVI. Wanne * 8 of the Sieur 4 Pai 
trincourt being returned to Port- Ræyal; we find 


in the margin . theſe, words, (p. 100.) his returs 
4. NOW, France, not into Acadia T. 53 is 


XVII. Bur when the Sieur de la Sauſſay e was 
in Acadia, Champlain . ſpeaks very differently, 
and in the ſame Ce The Ship, ſays he, 
(p. 104.) arrived at La Heve in Acadia; and 
1 marginal note indicates, the voyage of La La 
Sauſſaye in Acadia, it does not 80 e 
add in N ew France 1. 


XVIII. SPEAKING of DET wt 297.) 
he ſays, fis. fituated on the -coaft of Acadia, and 
ſeems to do it for no other reaſon, NR to di- 


e the difference between . ſituation 
5 thereof, 


op eee no * for it. Would Cary or Da 
be the leſs in Normandy, becauſe ſaid to be in France? and 
is not Acadia, according to a former quotation, ſaid to be 
in Nero France ? In effect, Port- Reyal itſelf, (p. 48.) is de- 
clared to be in Acadia, as well as St. Croix. Is it poſſible 
theſe things could be unknown to the French Commiſſaries ? 
+ For an anſwer ſee the preceding note. However, 1 
ſhall obſerve farther here, that if nepative inferences 
- (which they lay ſo much ſtreſs on, as their chief ſupport) 
are à proof, that the country in which Port- Royal is ſnare, 
was not in thoſe days called Acadia; they are in like man- 
ner a proof, that it was not called Canads, as N wane 
have it thought elſewhere. 
4 It have been needleſs to mention two countries 
when one would ſerve. 40 a 


1 
, 
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thejeck, "and that of Pori- Royal, which he has 
| ERR FILTERED ples”, 8 


XIX. Sxvrn AL paſſages have been Ai 
hens from Champlain, to prove that he di- 
| ſtinguiſhes the Great Bay of St. Laurence from 
Acadie f. Several others may be cited rela- 
tive to Gaſpghia, - which he deſcribes as a coun- 
wy diſtint-'and ſeparate from Acadia . But 
we ſhall confine ourſelves to a ſingle one, with 
which we WH conclude this amel ang * 


That i and neee rsd pet 
Leer 
ught to ſhew Port-Royal is in Acadia. 

he Commiſſaries need not have produced any ' pa 
ſage prove, that the Gulph of St. Laurence differs 

the country of Headia, or the fea from the land; which 
they confound here in the ſame manner as they have done 
822 ix inde, el 11. n 
10.) pretends that the 

t eaſtward, 


was divided 

Bay 7 . Lurence, 
— — 11 whom Denys was 

„ in his hiſtory of North America, mentions 

diviſion ; nor does he ap in that Coaatin till 
1654, when he had a commiſſion to gorommor of Oy auſerte 
coaſt. Charlevoix mentions alſo a diviſion of the ſame coun- 
xy. or coaſts. into four provinces, in which Acadia has diffe- 
rent bounds. So little certainty there is in what the French 
| on this head, and ſo variable the Limits of their 
Aaadia. Seo the ſame handled at large in the Candud? of the | 
Nn kene cited; 959 % 
| t Why d becauſe he does not it is a e fow-« 
weg og Acudia. May it not as well be ſaid, that Cane - Breron 
was, in his opinion, no part of New Frence, becauſe he 
no where ſays expreſly that it is ? In de Monts patent of 
December 18, 1603, for ap excluſive trade Gafbepe is men- 
tioned, yet not ſaid to be in either Canada or Atudia. Will 
—— ta:he- <pboti hes it is not in Canada? if 
not, they muſt allow that arguments drawn from th neg. 
lecis, omiſons or imperfedlons of ""_— are N "od 
mall, if any weight. 40 fed 


never - 


5. 
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nevertheleſs, will make it evidently appear, that 
in thoſe ancient times Acadia and Gaſpeſa were 
conſidered, not only as two different countries, 
but alſo at a great diſtance from each other ; 
and that even the * * . were e then 
| Fre Canadians ®. ; = 


XX. The 25th of April, ſays e 
p. 197.) Deſdames arrived with the ſhallop 
«prion and ſaid, he had not ſeen ei- 
'« ther any ſhips or Savages, nor learned any 
<< news, excepting ſome which came from the 
«© coaſt of Acadia, importing, that there were 
about eight Engl ſp veſſels there, part of them 
«© ranging the coaſts, and others ing; that 
1 the ſavage Juan Chou, captain of the Cana- 
„% iam, had given them the beſt reception he 
* could, and Feat, that in caſe the Sieur du 
Pont, would go into their country, he ſhould 
ant 2 which their . could 
afford. 


«; 44 XXI. Ir appea 
= that the S 
were called Canadians T; Which is confirmed 


He might have added, that the country itſelf was 
called Canada, as Leſcarbot, and after him San/an, and other 
geographers would have it. And then we find a country 
22 different names, one given to it from the inha- 
bitants, the other from ſome different cauſe: And might 
not this be the caſe with other parts of Acadia, particularly, 
chat called the coaſt of the Erechemins ? which, indeed, 
muſt be the caſe, ſuppoſing with Le{carbot, that they ex- 
tended-to St. Jahns river, as hath been obſerved before, 
P. 13. note 
I It does not appear this | that. the Savages, 
who inhabited. —— — Canadiar7s ; or, that 
pt r "lg excepting. 4 few under 


ne” oh ee ate 


who inhabited Gaſpefia, 


* 48 1 
likewiſe, by the moſt ancient maps *.'and that 
Gaſpefia and Acadia were conſidered as two coun- | 
$088 wn different and far from one FER: 


tt | gp 
Juan Chou, who might have fled thither, retired thither to fiſh 
and hunt, or been driven thither by accident. Beſides, by 
whom were theſe 4x54 called Canadians? not by themſelves, 
but by the French, on which occaſion there goes a tale: 
that certain Spaniards having entered the Bay de Ghaleurs or 
«© of heats, Sangre the time off Cartier, and finding no mines 
% as they expected, often repeated the s Acanada, 
chat is, here is nothing; which the Indians — fince 
* then often uttered when they ſaw. any Frenchmen, theſe 
4 latter concluded that Canada was the name of che 34 5 
« try,” on no better grounds then this ridiculous paſſa 
related by Charlkweix KimſelF { Hifloria de la Nowv. Fran. 
vol. i. p. ] would the French have this country called 
Er — the natives Canadian. But from the time of 
L Htarbot, neither the country nor the inhabitants have 
been heard of under that name, unleſs in ſome faulty 
French maps. | 
By this way of relating the matter, the Commiſſaries 
would, doubtleſs, have it chought that the word 8 
is inſerted in thoſe moft ancient maps, whereas they 
the name of Canada to the country. A circumſtance whi 
the Commiſſaries would poſſibly conceal to prevent the 
reader from making the ſame remarks with us, at p.17. note® 
"however that be, Mr. William de I the king's prime 
'I geographer, was fo far from thinking theſe maps were Aa 
confirmation, that Gaſpe/ia was inhabited by Canadians z 
that in his map of Nero France in 1703, he expunged the 
name - Canada, as ſpurious, and reſtored that of Gaſpefia 
in its | 
+ It does not from this that Gaſpefia and 
Acadia were —— as two eren countries, other- 
wiſe than asjhath been remarked in a former note. But ſup- 
NU 66 17205 to have been a diſtinct country from Acadia, 
they could not deduct much on aecount of it. I queſtion 
if they could prove it extended one inch beyond the Cape 
n Gaſpe, although their geographers ſpread the name 
over more or leſs of the adjacent country according to the 
ſize of their maps. 
On the whole, the queſtion is never to be determined 
f RC tos in = 


In this edllection of paſſages the reader finds 
none preciſely to prove the ſyſtem of the French 
. Miniſters ; nothing but broken ſcraps, which 
when pieced together, with all the art of the 
Commiſſaries, fall extremely ſhort of making a 
_ tolerable inferential proof, much leſs a poſitive 
one. He will, however, conclude, perhaps, 
that after profeſſing to make ſo ſtrict a ſearch 


Twl. 


in Champlair's voyages, that they have omitted 
nothing which tends more preciſely to deter- 


mine the point in queſtion, either on one ſide 
or the other. For this reaſon he will be the 
more ſurpriz'd to find that there are in Cham- 
Plain, paſſages omitted by the Commiſſaries, 
which not only come much nearer to the point 
than all which they have produced, but, in 
reality, abſolutely determine it; that is, directly 
point out the ancient bounds of Acadia, in the 
moſt important part, with great preciſion. And 
this. is the more remarkable, as thoſe gentlemen 
affirm at the beginning of the above- cited Arti- 
cle, that tbe relations of Champlain, are neither /o 
preciſe, nor exact as thoſe of Dems; from whence 
yet they have produced nothing ſo preciſe and 
exact as either of the two paſſages which I ſhall. 


produce, 1 a | 
The firſt paſſage is taken from the end of the 
firſt book of his voyagesy p. 48. where he ſays, 


it may be of uſe to deſcribe the diſcovery of thoſe 
couſts, during three years and half that I was in 


it is to be decided by more poſitive and expreſs proof, not 
liable to a double * —— two different — 
ſuch ab the Commiſſaries have produced z but capable of 
only one expreſs meaning, ſich as the Commiffaries found, 
yet did not think fit to produ ee. ö 


1 Acadia, 


e 
Acadi: ia, 47 well at the habitation of St. Croix, as 
at Port- Royal; where: I bud the appartunity t 
2 and diſcover the whole, as will appear from tb 
| fecond book. Which book immediately follows. 
From theſe words, methinks, it evidently ap- 
pears, that, according to Champlain, both St. 
Croix on the north ſide of Bundy Bay, and Port- 
Royal on the ſouth ſide, were fatuated in Acadia. 
Nor do I fee how the point can be diſputed; 
ſince the ſenſe of the words is preciſely fixed by- 
the common uſage of ſpeech; nor are they: 
liable to any 2 al conſtruction or different 
meaning, It is therefore ſubmitted to the judg- 
ment of every impartial reader, whether among 
thoſe paſſages, quoted in the article from Cham 
Plain, there is any which proves either Str. Croix: 
or PortsRoyal not to be in Acadia; ſo ſtrangly aas 
| ** ee een —— Aeta. 


The Amin aa this ** with 
reſpect to the ſituation- of thoſe two places, is 
confirmed by another paſſage in the preceding 
page of Champlain : Where; after ſaying, tha 
de Monts (the firſt ſetler, with whom he went) 
augbt to. have choſen. a placs nat ſo liabli 1% be de- 
ſerted, as was St. Crom and Port- Royal; he 
adds, that if ſuch care bad been taken, the prople 
would not in three years and a half have abandoned 
Acadia.—that is, St. Craix and — 15 f 
not ww en bene e to doo . 


1; it de Gid, charcheſe paſſages prove.a ay 
that thoſe two places were fituated in Acadia, 
without-determining preciſely: what were ita an- 
cient bounds: or (Which is the fame ing) 
what the bounds of Acadia were in the time 0 


| OE. | *Tis OI that ahough.they 
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do not determine what were the bounds of Aas. 
dia in his time; yet they go a great way or, 
wards eſtabliſming our claims, and | 
the objections of the French. For, & * 4 | #1 


G.) As it appeats from them that Port- 
Royal, at that time, 1603, belonged to Aradia 
the allegation of the French Commiſſaries, that 
Pari Royal was a diſtrict, and that Aca- 
dia was — EEE rom wang 
Mary to Cauſeau, at once. ſhort, that 
point puts us in e 


N. Knee e 
EN 
led „ frow the. fame paſſages, 
that St. Croix iſle and river, were ſituated in 


Nadia; it follows, - that the north as well as 
ſouth. coaſt ef French Bay, belonged to Acadia 3 
_ and that the aſſertion of the Commiſſaries, that 
by French Bay, Champlain means the coaſts: ſur- 
rounding, that Bay, not the Bay itſelf. proues to 
be imaginary, and our remarks chereon to be 
juſt, as has beem already intimated. At leaſt} 
they muſt allow, that ſuch 1 (fuppoling . 
it then exiſted), was part of 5 and by 
che ſame rule, ſo might the country of the Eee: 
chemins, (at leaſt a great part of it ) howeven, 
Renting) Wann from . 1 10 
. 


959 By placiog Gr. G5 ee 
ſages extend its limits to the weſtward, at leaſt 
as far as thoſe, of; Nova. Scotia; which: goes 
good. way to wein out all the Engl ſo claim. 


I to this it Montes be. objects; War wer 'Y 
pſſiges from Champlain, prove, at moſt, t 


* included: within its original bounds; che 
Peninſula, 


=. 


1 22 * 
Ma; withithe north eoaſt of French: Bay 
er the Bay'of Fundy; but not that it extendec 
th the river St. Laurence, as 0 * Com- 

| 3 alledge it dic. 


It may be anſwered, that the pielum pron 
Hos; that it did extend fo far, eſpecially; as 
find it ſo far extended in the Commilſions pr | 
Louis XIII and XIV. to their governors from 
1632 to 1710. However, to put the matter 
quite out of doubt, I ſhall produce another paſ- 
from Champlain, omitted alſo by the French 
Commiſſaries, "which expreſsly teſtifies, that Aca- 
dia did anciently, or in his own time, nd 
1 nne che river St. Laurence. 
Hor this author, ſpeaking of che * W. 
W which he takes to be that of Pemetepoit 
(or Penobſtot;) expreſsly declares, that the great 
river St. Laurence, glides along the coaſt of both 
Acadia and Norembegua “. Here is a proof 
in pms for the Engliſh,” and the French 
72 yet, the Commiſſaries of the latter, 
g * . the relations of C are nei- 
ther ſo preciſe nor exact as thoſe of Denys. Let 
them ſhew that Denys has any paſſage "ſo exati 
and preciſe as this, either in favoùr of th the French, 
or againſt the 'Engliſs ſyſtem. Nay, let them 
examine the paſſages which the Commiſſaries 
have produced, out of their three authors, Denys, 
Champlain, and L'Eſcarbot; and ſee, if there be 


r r or by connefing them toge- 


8 8 part, F ne peut y en * qui 8 a 
dans les terres, d'autantque 'la/ grande riviere ve, Laurent 


nde la Cofte d Acadie, & de Norembegue, ou il n'y a pas 
plas de Pune à Pautre par terre que de A lieues, os 60 au 

i large, en droite Jigne. Champ. voy. I. 1. e. iii. bes. | 

I, 


1 
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hier; they can form out of them + 2 er 

any thing ſo preciſe and eract, as this TR paſ- 

lags which we have produced. n a 
7 


This eefimony of Champlain is ſo capers and 
direct 4 ſolution of the queſtion, I betber the 
river St. Laurence was the ancient limit north- 
ward of Acadia ?- that nothing more is 2 
to prove that point. However, the paſſage, as 
2 at length in the note, affords farther evi- 
nce of the thing: for it aſſigns the breadth 
of the country from Sr. Laurence river to the 
ſouth coaſt of deadis and Norembegua, to be ah 
the ral from 45 to 60 marine leagues ; 
which muſt be the meaning of the words, cho - 
inaccurately expreſſed z ſince, in fact, that is 
for the general the breadth of the country in 
Welte, to the ſouth of St. Laurence river, f m 
the Kennibek to the gulph of Nova-Scotia or St. 
Laurence; and the ſame meaſure cannot be ap- 
plied to any ching elſe mentioned in the * 
tation. 


He ſays, no rivers enter far within the land, 
for this mT” that, as the river St. Laurence 

waſhes the ſides of Acadia, and the country of 
Norembegua; the land between the river an the 
ſea, is, by that means, ſo ſtraitened, that it does 
not exceed the breadth abovementioned. 


*Tis true, Champlain does not draw the boun- 
2 line between the two provinces, or mention 
the points in the river of St. Laurence, where the 

ones of Acadia ends, and that of Norem- 

Pega begins; neither does he ſay on which fide 
the river, the province of that name lies: 
Bur it appears, from ſome carly geographers in 
8 


a . * Te N N cy 


M1 " has * . that it lies on the weſt ſide; Sia 

= 1 the authority of Count 
1  &Eftrades, who in is. conferences with Kin 

= * Charles the ſecond, concerning the bounds of 

= Acadia, lays Pentagver, built at the river Norem- 

i | berg, was —_ firſt place belonging to Acadia +. 


Which is as much as to ſay, Acadia was bounded 
on the * r n. of Norembor or Fe 
Lad) | 
But er Champlain meant to the 
bounds of Acadia on this fide, fo much 
ward or not, is of no fignificancy : fince it is 
not my deſign to reſtrain the Enghfb claim to 
his en of the Limits, but Bly to refute 
£5.09 m of the French Commiſſaries; who 
ve undertaken to prove from his authority, 
that Arcadia, in his time, comprized no more 
within its bounds than the ſouth coaſt of Ara- 
dia. Whereas, from expreſs quotations from 
him, it, on the contrary appears, that Acadia, 
included not only the whole Peninſula, but all 
the Continent, northward to the river St: * 
rence, and weſtward from the gulph of $7. = | 
- yence to the = St. nn if not oy ls Mot; 
conſequentty a ſpace of co un; A Boy 
— at "I bs all Neve Sg as original] 
. King ack 
in 1621. | 


As the French Commiſlaries knew this 1 
e (for it is hardly poſſib 
could eſcape their notice) how could 4 
as 2 do in their Memorial of OZober 4, 5781 


See Org America, (from the Durch of Dayper) p- uy. 
> C0 7 Hrades Letter to the King, March 13, 1 
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(Art. XII, par. 3. p. 116.) that Acadia never 
ad any ancient eftabliſhed bounds . within land? 
Although I know not if the Exgliſb claim is more 
effectually eſtabliſhed by the paſſage of Cham- 
plain, than by this aſſertion of the Commiſſa- 
ries; for if Acadia had no ancient eſtabliſbed in- 
land bounds, that is, none before a certain pe- 
riod ; then the firſt eſtabliſhed bounds, which it 
had from the grants of Louis XIII. muſt have 
been its ancient bounds ; for it cannot be ſaid, 
that, becauſe it had no ſettled bounds before, 
therefote it had no ancient bounds at all; or that 
no bounds are the ſame thing as bounds? and 
yet, they ſeem to aim at advancing no leſs ab- 
AE ot. ”— 
In the time of Henry III. who granted de 
Monts the firſt patent for Acadia, this coun- 
try had inland bounds, however, it came to 
loſe them ſince; which, were ſo well Known, 
that the King himſelf declares in his paten 
that he had been of a long time informed o 
e the ſituation and condition of the countries 
c and territories of Acadia.” Theſe words, as 
they prove that Acadia originally. was not a bare 
coaſt, but confiſted of countries and territories ; 
ſo likewiſe they imply, that it had inland bounds: 
This is farther put beyond doubt, by a ſub- 
ſequent clauſe, whereby de Monts is eftabliſh= 
ed his lieutenant-general in the countries, 
\5. texxitories, lands and cenfnes of la Cadia, 
1 „„ „ from 
* The French Commiſſaries in their Memorial of the 4th 
of Oaober, 175 U. p. 147. change tes confins de la Cadie, into 
pays confine, to make it beli (as they there affirm) that 
the King granted to de Monts, net only Acadia; but aß the 
mg roumtries. Although in the patent itfelf, which 
they have inſerted from Leſcarbot in their volume of Prooft, 
Page'441: the words are printed, Cir C l. che 2 


1 
L Kom be 46th to the 46th degree Sofltinde» 
From hence it appears that Kade extended be- 
yond the 46th parallel: becauſe that parallel, 
(which enters the Continent at the bottom of 
Bay Verte, and cuts the river 8. Lawrence a 
little to the north of Montreal) is not ſaid to 
bound it on that ſide; and as Champlain, who 
made the voyage with de Monts, declares, that 
river to have been its northern 0 what 


doubt can there be but it was? 


The Commiſſaries by pretending that Aradia 
had no ancient inland bounds, no doubt, would 
inſinuate, that therefore we are obliged to take 
2 3 atry inland bounds ; which is as much 
they ſhould ſay, We. have, indeed, a- 
6 570 to cede Acadia according to its abdient 
mts : but, in reality, it never had any an- 
" cient inland Limits; therefore you muſt expect 
& none: , Or, in other words, you are fairly 
x 7 Bitten. 

L This is the reſult of ſuch a kind of plea: but 
we muſt not be put-off fo. If it had no inland 
' bounds, they muſt find bounds for it, fince 
they have agreed to give it up with bounds: or 
by declaring it boundleſs, we are at liberty to 
; — its bounds, at leaſt as far as the river S-. 
Laurence; «ſpecially too, as we have the * 

rity of the firſt diſcoverer for it. | 


I be truth is, their deſign was to conceal i its 
inland bound: but ſince we have found them 
out 


3 e ee ee mentioned fs 
the body of the patent, but /a Cadia only 85 Canada is 
Joined with it in the title: which in all probability was done 

after the ſecond patent of the 18th of December, was granted, 

in order to make them both agree. See alſo a nots of the 

French Commiſſaries to the Bale Memorial, P. xi. on the 
word Confins. 


ä 15 27 1 
out in Champlain, it was to be hoped they * 
have allowed us che benefit of our diſcoyery, and 
conteſted the point no longer. But the French, 
it ſeems, do not know how to allow any thing 
which is not to their uking, ar eee 
10 conviction, n 

From what has been aid, I think I 3 * fully 
made good my firſt charge againſt the Frenc 
Commullaries, that they have extracted from 
. only ſuch —.— as . ined 
might be ſtrain'd to their own ſyſtem; 
and omitted (I might ſay, willfull ſuppreſſed ) 
thoſe which make expreſsly againſt it, and fog 
that of the Eugli . 1 | 

I ſhould now be lad to know what can be 
ſaid in juſtification 1 ſuch a conduct: for ſuppo · 
ſing, that in making out their own title, the Com- 
miſſaries were not obliged to inſert any thing in 
their Memorials which made againſt themſelves; 
yet, as they have gone farther than their anſwer 
required, and undertaken, by a thorough ſearch 
of all the firſt diſcoverers, not only to ſuꝑport 
their own ſyſtem, but to ſhew that the 228005 
have no pretenſions to what they claim, me- 
thinks, in ſuppreſſing thoſe, paſſages, they muſt 
be judged guilty of great prevarication: unleſs 
it could be alledged in their behalf, that thoſe 

had eſca ped their notice; a thin 
which it is —— 2 4 reader will ſcarce; thi * 
conſidering what a thorough ſearch 
they profeſs to — made, as well as, from their 
tations, they appear to have made. And 

— it poſſible that they could have over- 
looked thoſe paſſages, which I have produced 
from the voyages of Ch:mplain ; yet they muſt 
have met with them in the Reply to their Me- 
-morial, - rn them. 


But 


k 25 I 
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„ hy e e 
that Memorial, they took care alſo to ſuppreſs 
the Reply to it, which contained them: and 
this i da, which proves them conſcious 


_ of what is laid in my i W 
of my ſecond. = 22 


The Reply, i in | which phony: irate ſry ar- 
eee contained in — French Memorials, is 
carefully conſidered; was penned by a Miniſter 

of the firſt abilities, ** has followed the French 

Commiſſaries, through all their windings and 

doublings ; expoſed heir weak and ſophiſtical 
reaſonings ; ſhewed that the paſſages which be 
uce often contradict one another, or make 
_ againſt themſelves; and detected their partiality 
as well in ſuppreſſing evidence in favour of the 
Engliſh, as in B the ſenſe of paſſages 
by miſtranſlations, or forced conſtructions, in 
order to compel hem o Geclare it in " favour of 
their own ſyſtem,” 2 8K 


In 55 from the judicious viper ci u which 
the author of the Reply has undertaken, to ana- 
lize the French Memorials, and expoſe them to 
light; it clearly appears, that they are nothing 
but a heap of incoherent paſſages; brought toge- 
ther, without either index or contents, and mixed 
with tedious comments, ſeemingly, with no other 
view but to perplex the judgment, and tire out 
the patience of their readers: few of whom they 
knew would ever take the trouble ta examine 


and compare them. 


In ſhort; in this maſterly ware 
troverſy, (which does no leſs honour than Julien 


[29] 
to the nation 3) the whole ſyſtem of the French 
Commiſſaries is overturned in ſo convincing and 
lete a manner; that we are told, from very 
d authorities, their own Miniſter, after an 
attentive peruſal of it, candidly declared, that 
be thought it, what is the real 5 unanſwera- 
ble, and that the Exgliſß claim was thereby 
eee eee KY 


This is being the caſe, and e as os 
Reply carries in it thoſe paſſages of Champlain, 
which the Commiſſaries were fo induſtrious. to 
conceal ; it is no wonder that they ſhould Sn 
defire to ke | it in print. 


by 


.Dut-fince they thought fe to print and di- 
rſe- their own» Memorials, ; they ought alſo, 
in common juſtice, to have pines. the Reply 
along with them; and the rather, as their Me- 
morials contained a great deal of new matter, 
without an anſwer to which the public could 
not have before them a complete! ſtate a Fre 
„ 03 1 


For the French Miniſters Rr Big to publiſh 
theſe Memorials and ſuppreſs the Reply, after 
ſuch proofs had been N as they knew 
intirely overthrew 3 ſyſtem; plainly ſhews 
a determined deſign on their ſide; to impoſe on 


all the world, as well as OT CON? 
Ju to the Enghis nation. 


No let us eel ned . 
duct on this occaſion. If they had really be- 
| lieved that they had juſtice on their own fide, 
would they have had recourſe to the diſhoneſt 


means of ſuppreſſing evidence on ours? 


3 
CAL | 
0; ? : 
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E ſuch proufs, © inſtead ria) wor Aa oe 
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„Ferien view 0 Mace inthe 
negotiation, would they ever have had recourſe 
nts. e eee 
had in 6 us flies; 
would they have perſiſted in the oppoſition, af- 
hoy uma How wy, wer nu proved our 


claim ? Would they not frankh, as true French- 


an ought, have given up the point on the _— 


in order to 1 
„ 3 _ F 1 
diſpute ? 05 Its: 


What erg vage courts,” ay aber 

chan — kf,” to pay, för the ſuture, to the 

Miniſters, who wobld impoſe on 

them A ein iſe and 1 ſtate of —_—_ 
FRY A ane mn ln 

S 7 * Þ * * 

Their injuſtice in publiſ their imperſeſt 


ſtate of the controverſy, is "more" flagrant; 
in caſe what is reported, likewiſe from very 
authority, be fact; namely; chat the ranch 
iniſters propoſed not to publiſh their Memos 
rials, which were then in great part, if not in- 
tirely, printed :: on conditiod that the Exglih 
ſhould not print and publifh their Reply; Which 


propoſal, *ris faid, ot ammer er in e 
If this be ſo, it er that they propped 


this expedient at the fame time they 


ſolved not to perform their engagement; but | 
were determined to diſtribute their printed Me- 
mortals. at for courts, in order to I 


them in Favour, as well perhaps, as 
5 3 | — 


* 


5 1 31 1 

' artuſe the Eugliſ5 themſelves, till they had exe- - 
ceuted ſome ſcheme to their farther detriment ; 
or perhaps only while ep were IO the 


1 nr 


| And chi will appear to have been their de- 
31 that publication, even ſu ane they 
had laid themſelves under no ſuch obligation to 
the contrary, and that it had even Tom lawful 
for them to ſuppreſs the Reply to their Memo- 
rials: ſince they very well knew that their di- 
Kributing theſe latter, would naturally occaſion 
the —.—— of the former and fo bring to 
light thoſe very authorities, which they ſeemed 
0 induſtrious, and it was apparently ſo much 
2 to fille and conceal. 


From this fingle circumſtance, it ſeems evi- 
| dent, that the object which the French Miniſters 
chad in view, was conſidered by them as a point 
of the utmoſt importance; a point for which 
hey ought to ſacrifice the molt ſacred obliga- 


Tions 3 and that they wanted but a very ſhort 


bf yy of time for executing their ſcheme : ſince 
rinting and diſperſing of the Reply, which 
— d expoſe the injuſtice of their ee 
as well as the fag of their proceeding in this 
particular, would be the work of a few weeks 
at moſt. On the other hand, from the circum- 
ſtance of their diſperſing thoſe Memorials in fe- 
reign Courts, at the time when their naval prepa- 
rations for America were in great forwardneſs, it 
will follow, that the ſtroke, which they intended, 
was to be given in Nova Scotia; and that if 
they could only have lull'd the Engliſh 
ill ſuch time as they had fitted out their ſqua- 
| 6 ſoon after, both their 


deception 


of contempt. Far from reproaching themſelves 


a eeption 1 be detected: be - 
cauſe 4 mould have accompliſhed their ends, 
before the Exgliſb could poſſibly have fitted out 

a fleet to prevent them. As to the reproaches 
which they might incur from the deception on 
one ſide, and breach of faith on the other, th 
would only have laughed at them with an 


on the occaſion, they would have extolled the 
ſuperiority of their own genius and — for 
having made dupes of all Europe in general; 
and at the ſame time compaſſc their deſigns 
againſt the Exgliſb in particular. That which 
would be held highly infamous by the adoptors 
of one political ſyſtem, would be matter of tri- 

* glory to the patrons of the other; 
wi wk whom 2 ſmalleſt proſpelt of ſucceſs renders 
every meaſure lawful, though in itſelf ever ſo ini 
_ *quitous and baſe. 

I cannot help mulaung the nation on 
the dif — of of the French _ againſt 
Nova Scotia, as it is one of the moſt happy e- 
vents which could betide her; and which was in- 
tirely owing to our having anticipated them in 
our armaments both here and in America. The 
reſcuing of that province out of the hands of 
ſuch reſtleſs bad neighbours, is of vaſt impor 
tance to Great-Britain, on account of its advan- 
tageous ſituation, both for defence and com- 
merce: for while we are in poſſeſſion of it we 
mall always be able, by our ſhipping ſtation'd 
on its coaſts, to obſtruct the navigation and com- 
merce of the French when at war, .and hinder 
them from annoying ours, or infeſting our colo- 
nies by ſea.” We ſhall likewiſe have it in out 
Avery to ſecure a conſiderable part of the cod- 


to ourſelves, by eſtabliſhing fiſheries 9 


1 33 1 
the coaſts of the Peninſula, which lie extremely 
commodious for the purpoſe. Not to mention 
the vaſt quantities of timber which the woods of 
the country afford for building ſhips, and other 
advantages which may be 1. from the 


natural produce. 


On the other hand, were the French in poſ- 
ſeſlon of Nova Scotia, it would prove of the 
utmoſt diſadvantage to us: not only as it would 
give them a large acceſſion of country, and 
afford them opportunity of ſurrounding us on 


that ſide; but alſo, as it would ſupply them 


with above 160 leagues of fea coaſt along 
the Atlantic ocean, where at preſent they have 
none, ſtored with a great number of harbours, 
the beſt in all North America. Theſe would ſerve 
for retreats, as well for their ſhipping on account 
of trade, as to receive, their fleets in. time 
war, to be at hand either to attack any of our 

_ colonies, obſtruct their commerce, or otherwiſe 
annoy them. - Theſe ports alſo offer them the 
conveniency of eſtabliſhing ſettled fiſheries ; 
which have always been one of the chief objects 
of their views. 


It was for theſe reaſons 5 the French were 
ſo loath to part with Nova Scotia at the treaty 
of Utrecht, The ſame reaſons have tempted 
them to contravene that treaty, and endeavour 
to wreſt the province from us by force. Their 
impatience to get intire poſſeſſion of it, has ap- 

ared of late more than ever; and as by their 
incroachments they had made themſelves maſters 
of all but the Peninſula, it may be taken for 
granted, that they had determined ſtrongly to 
n the whole, in caſe they had gotten poſ- 
ſeſſion of the 2282 They weuld; in particu- 
| | lar, 


nd 


hae; have fortified St. Jobis river, in proper places, 
from its head to its mouth ; where they would 
have built a ſtrong fortreſs, (and tis hoped the 
Engliſh will, without delay, do the ſime) not᷑ ſo 
much to keep open à communication all the year 
round between Canada and the ocean, is to ſeturt 
the country, with the Abnakki Indians, thoſe in- 
veterate foes to the Engliſh, in their intereſt; and 
procure a convenient port in the Atlantic ocean 
rom whence either to carry on their commerce, 
or infeſt the neighbouring coaſts at pleaſure. 
Por St, Jobn's harbour lies almoſt due north of 
Port- Royal, at about 10 leagues diſtance; a cir- 
cumſtance which renders the poſſeſſion of that 
river of great importance to the French, and of 
the utmoſt detriment to the Engliſh; So that had 
they ſeized Nova Scotia, as they intended, in all 
probability, we never ſhould have been able to 
recover it out of their hands again; the conſe- 
gquence of which, for the reaſons above given, 
muſt have been the loſs or ruin, in time, of all 
our other colonies. eee 
For this reaſon, it may with truth be ſaid, 
that the expedition to Shegnekto, was the moſt 
important of the four. Had we either been an- 
ticipated by the French, or miſſed of our gim, 
it would have been a loſs, perhaps, never to be 
retrieved. Whereas, ſhould we miſcarry in our 
attempts againſt Crotu- Point, and Niatopra, as 
we have done at fort Le Queſness, the loſs may 
be repaired another time; as thoſe forts are near 
our frontiers, and may be attacked without 

In reality, there was no occaſion for an expedition 
againſt this fort; for, if we had one at Maura, or theirs 
had been taken, it would have obliged the Preuch to abandon 


their forts to tht fouth-raft of Lake Erie, by rendering them iso- 
Dh been abſerved inthe Starr y/ th Brigid French 


gang 


* 


e de. f. Mu. 
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Ewing far from home. Neva Seotig, 6h the 
contrary, is at a conſiderable diſtance from New 
England; and containing at leaſt 1 3000 French 
inhabitants *, called Negtrals, beſides the troops 
which would. he ſent to garriſon the forts, would 
require a very large force to reduce it, as well 
as ſhips to tranſport the men. So that the ex- 
pedition would be attended with very great ex · 
pence, and after all, the event would be extremes 

ly hazardous and uncertain. | 
Since our good neighbours have been frus | 
ſtrated of their aim, their news- Writers have not 

ſcrupled openly to' confeſs, that the deſtination 
of their fleet, which they had heen ſo long and 
ſecretly preparing at Bret, was to have fur- 
prized and ſeized that whole province before we 
| could have been aware of tor deſign z by 
landing a large force at Bay Verte, which err 
to be joined by the French Neutrgls, and at- 
tacking Halifax at the ſame time © 

Had they gotten the ſtart of our fleet, but 
for ever fo hon a while, they would infallibly 
with eaſe have comp aſſed their long concerted 
deſign. But, — to the vigilance of our Mi- 
niſters, and the uncommon ſpirit of the nation, 
their pernicious ſcheme has been happily -fru- 
ſtrated; and the tables turned againſt them, by 
à ſeaſonable expedition of forces from New En- 
gland, who have driven the French intruders 
aut of thoſe parts, and put the Exgliſb once 
more in poſſeſſion of Neve Scatia; into which, 


22 They have been lately removed to other provinces. 
11 muft, howevez, take notice, that there has lately ap- 
peared in the papers an article from Paris, contradicting 
that declaration. But it it ſaid to have been confirmed ſince, 
by the plan of operations and inſtructions of the French 955 
neral, found curiouſly incloſed in a waſhball, among 
* * 22 


* r 
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eotitrady. W Blemm treaties, they had forcibly 
entered, and already ſeired above two Parts in 


three of the whole. 
On this occaſion, I muſt ate the wide. 


difference in point of legality and juſtice, be- | 
_ tween their proceedings and ours. For, 


In wreſting from us ſo much of Acadia * 
time of peace, and during a negotiation, they 
have been guilty of notorious breach of faith 
and treaties : but in what we have done, nothing 
of the kind can be charged on us; for as the 4 
had entered and ſeized the poſts at St. Jobn's 
river, and Shegnikto, in a hoſtile manner, we 
had a right by force of arms to drive them out 
again whenever we thought fir. 

Although we have fruſtrated the French as: 
ſigns, and recovered what” they had taken from 
us; yet it will be ſtill neceſſary in our own. 


Juſtification, and to take off any prejudices which 


the French Memorials may have given to fo- 


reign courts in their favour, to print the oy of 


our Miniſters to their laſt Memorial. In the 
interim, till it appears, the Condubt of the French 
with regard to Nova Scotia, mentioned before, 
may in ſome meaſure ſupply the place of it; as 
it contains an anſwer to- all the principal argu- 
ments uſed by the French, beſides the chief au- 


thorities in ſupport of the Zxghſp claim. Luck- 


ily enough, that tract anticipated the French 
Memorials two or three months in their pub- 


lication; and as it was forthwith tranſlated and 


printed both at Paris and the Hague, it has, in 


all probability, been of uſe to 22 foxeigners 
from being prejudiced by tho 


Memorials, and 
'* The Egli Memorial, which L call a Reply. to the 


French Memorial of October | 4, 1751. hath juſt now paſt out 
of the preſs; and hath a large ſheet map of Nova Scotia, and 


the 0 parts, prefixed to it. 


induced 


Y 


th1. 


induced them to ſuſpend their judgments till the 
221 Reply be made public. 

It remains only to take notice of the two 
mips prefixed to this treatiſe ; about which, 
however, little more need be ſaid than what ap- 
pears. on the face of them, where they carry 
every thing which may be neceſſary for their 
explanation, and to ſhew their uſe. As the 
French thought fit to inſert one in their Me- 
morials to illucidate their ſyſtem, I judged it 
5 to contraſt it with another which exhi- 
bits the ſtate of matters, according, to the au- 
thorities produced by the Engliſh. Maps, to be 
fare, give a more diſtinct view, as well as con- 
vey a more quick idea, of things than writing; 
by combining the ſeveral matters ſcattered in 
diſcourſe, and compendiouſſy exhibiting as in a 
picture the whole at one view. I am glad, 
therefore, that the French have ſet an example, 
which gives us an opportunity of reducing the 
controverſy to a narrower compaſs, and at the 
ſame time impreſſing the force of our evidence 
f ſenſible 1 ARES: 1 | 


"The paſſages of Denys examined. 


T Have now finiſhed my vomaris on the French 
” Memorials, fo far as relates to my two 
charges, which, I preſume, are effectually proved. 
But as I was led by the paſſages of Champlain, 
which the Commiſſaries have ſuppreſſed, to enter 
"alittle into the diſpute about the ancient bounds 
of Acadia; I have judged it in ſome meaſure ne- 
cefliry to conſider thoſe of Denys, which T have 


frequently referred to, and which the French 
Com- 


N 
| 


— — 9. Ow 


| Commilſaaies ſet 


W IBF 
tity of the founder of Duebeck : 


trance of the land of Acadia. 
upon a coaſt neceſſary implied ate in 


181. 
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ot c 
er notice of them, they . . 
the French ſyſtem, and be as concluſive 
a3 the Commiſſaries would have it belieyed,  _ 


T have already 3 _- artifice 'of ths 


Commiſfaries 1 . 1 citations from 
Denys, before th a ; althou 


latter was prior to the ocher 8e 30 y Ars in 


viſiting America, and 40 as an author. It is 


Hkewiſe worth obſerving, that although they 
-extol Denys ſo much fot his exattheſs, 5 28a de- 


clare his defign was to dejgrmint the limits of the 
countries tobich be deſcribes; yet they produce no 


more than three or four paſſages at moſt from 


this author, which make but about one four 
of the number collected by them from Champlain, 


| beſide thoſe they have ſuppreſſed. 


' Theſe 1. N which 10 inſerted in the 1 | 
article of the ſame Memorial, or that peg 


Champlain's article, are the followi 
ſage _— 


The firft is: Long- Ie mates a p 
from the French Boy to the land of Acadia“; 


in another place , paſſing out of the French Say" to 


enter upon the coaſt of Acadia: According to the 
French Commiſſaries, theſe two paſſages (which 


I conſider as but one and the ſame ) 


clearly point out the 3 and en- 


in wi 


the entrance, or beginning of , a : whereas 
.the expreſſion does . * part of 
the coaſt; ſince ſhips may enter upon any part 


of a coaſt. This 3s Rraining word 8 n 


, N Cotes e tom, i. page 55. 


1 Page $58. ' 
| purpoſe; 


1 39 1 
or 166K rather ll on words 
ig bringing ther to Pose pee 


The ſecond baſlape i is takem from the title of 
chi fourth chapter“, which is: Continuation of the 
coaſt of Acadia , from Le Heve to C anſeau, 
where it endt. This is the only paſſige in all 
Denys which with any Preclſon ems to favout ind 
French ſyſtem. 


The third is from the beginning of the fifth 
chapter : Canſeau if a harbour three : 
lleep; and from the Cape begins the entrance * * 
Great Bay of St. Laurence. 


This paſſage has nothing to do with the 6 ques 
ſtion ;_ unleſs; by Bay of St. Laurence, is to be 
ubderftood a province, or coaſt of that PRIOR. 
But as that does hot appear from either the 
ſage ttſelf, or any other brought by the Com- 
miſſaries; Keel it muſt be underſtood, in 
its proper and natural ſenſe, for the Bay of that 
hame. However, this "afſhg e, in which ever 
of the two ſenſes underſtood, proves, that 
ſpoke of things as they were in his own. 
and not in any antecedent to by fince Gene 
in one of the paſſages cited by che Comtniflaries, 
makes the Bay of Sr. Laurence to commence 
the gut of Canſean, and not at the Cape . 


Dem, Deſcr. Cotes Amer. Septeint. 10. 40 
+ From hence it appears, ey ay the author df ihe & 
of the French with re/pe# to Nova Scotia, has commitke 
a miſtake, I dare lay, by overſight, not willfully ; in al- 


ledging, 17.) Denys no where ſays Acadia enils at 
Catiſeau. yes he ſhews that in £xſe he did, the paſ- 


ſage would not determine the point in favour of the Frenth 
* for the ſame reaſons Which 1 ſhall produce in the 


7 Denys, ibid. page 126, 
2 dee 9 page 10. * 4. 


3 * It 


IEA 1 4⁰ ] 

11 is clear then, that the ſecond paſſage only 
can be faid to be expreſs. with reſpect to the 
Limits of Acadia; 2 that, ſolely as to one 
point of them, the MOOS on 8 ene a 


they terminated. 


The three paſſages, however, according to the 
French Commiſfaries, contain a complete, as well 
as preciſe deſcription of the ancient bounds of 
Acadia, or in other words, ſet forth what its 
limits originally were; and therefore, they lay 
great ſtreſs on them, as indeed, they are the 
only authorities in their power to produee, which 
ſeem in any degree expreſs to the purpoſe. But 
ſuppoſing that they relate all three _ to 
Acadia; yet, I ſhall make it appear, that th 

do not in the leaſt, favour their ſyſtem ; = | 
were never intended by the author to deſcribe the 


ancient bounds of the country in queſtion. 


In the firſt place, I deny that theſe paſſages 
deſcribe the 9 of Acadia, either ancient or 
modern. For by the bounds or limits of a 
country is to be underſtood, and will be under- 
ſtood-by all but the French Miniſters, not the 
bounds on one fide only, but on all ſides; the 
inland bounds as, well as maritime. Now Denys 
deſcribes, at moſt, no more than the coaſt or ma- 
ritime limits of Acadia; conſequently, only the 

limits of part of the country, perhaps, not a third 
or fourth part of the whole limits, for he . 
wx mention how large it was. 


"The: French 1 W oddes to obvi- 
ate this difficulty, are driven to the moſt abſurd 
ſhift that ever was thought on, even to affirm that 
Acadia originally had no inan nn Was 


ke See before, page 2 Fe 
a „ 


21 's ; EOS 4 
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ever Juch à country as this kriown in the wörld 
before ? A country, like a mathematical line, 
All length and no breadth: A mere coaſt! a 
| naked thore! which is but one degree from non- 
e.. 8 0 | 


The aſſertion, in feality, tefutes itſelf. How- 
ever, we oppoſe to this extravagant argument, 
this ſhadow of a country, the teſtimony of 
Champlain; who, in his Voyages to New France, 
_ publiſhed, as I faid, forty years before Denyss 
k, marks the inland baunds of Acadia, to be 


p 


che river S. Laurence, and the country of No- 


rembegua. It had inland bounds alſo in 1603. 
when Henry IV. made de Monts governor of the 
lands, territories,' coaſts and borders of Acadia, ad 
far north as the 46th degree of latitude; with 
the condition of which lands, territories, and coafts, 
he declares be had been well informed, as hath been 
already ſet forth. Now lands, territories and 
coaſts, could not exiſt without inland bounds ; 
and if Acadia had inland bounds in 1603, (doubr- 
leſs, the ſame which Champlain mentions who 
went with de Monts;) who can doubt but it had 
ſuch alſo when Denys wrote; eſpecially, if, as 
the Commiffaries pretend, his deſcription refers 
to the limits of ancient Acadia: unleſs they can 
find an authority before the time of de Mont. 
and Champlain, which ſays, Acadia had no in- 


4 The principle whetean they ground their 
ſubterfuge, is the filence of Denys and Leſcarbot, 
of which they would make ſome advantage : 
8 tis a very poor reſource. As for Leſcarbot, 
e had no opportunity of knowing any thin 
of the — +: wi in the country bi 


1 {© * WO * 
a ſhort time, and never within land, or farther 
on the coaſt than S. Jobn's river, or La Croix; 


and Denys never intended to deſcribe more than 

the 2 5 Champlain, likewiſe in the part 
where he deſcribes the coaſts, ſpeaks of the in- 
land bounds of Acadia no more than Denys; and 


yet elſewhere he mentions them occaſionally. 


If Denys's not mentioning the inland bounds of 
Acadia, be an argument, that it had no inland 
bounds, then the countries of the Etechemins, 
and | Almouſhiquois, muſt have had no inland 
bounds, or were mere coaſts, which the Com- 
miſſaries, perhaps, will not ſay. They would 
likewiſe think it very ſtrange'in any perſon who 
Mould pretend to prove that the provinces of 
Normandy, or Picardy in France, had no inland 
bounds ; becauſe their portolans, or pilot-books 
for the coaſts do not mention them. The pa- 
rallel is juſt : ſo that for any thing which ap- 
pears to the contrary, notwithſtanding the ſilence 
of Denys, the individual Acadia, ancient or mo- 
dern, whoſe coaſt, he deſcribes, might have had 
the river &. Laurence for its inland boundary. 
Nay, I make no ſcruple to affirm, that in his 
opinion it was ſo at the very time he wrote: for 
although in the book where he deſcribes the coaſts 
of Acadia, he does not ſay Acadia had inland 
bounds ; yet, as hath been already obſerved of 
Champlain, he, in effect, does it in another place, 
that is, in his dedication to Louis XIV. There, 
after telling the King, it was owing to his 
„ Majeſty's care, that Canada began to breath 
again; and that Acadia was no longer in the 
ce ha ds of their neighbours” he adds, that 
* the country which he deſcribes, made the 
& principal and moſt uſeful part of New * 
| | In 


3 1 


In this age which the Conimiſkties have 
likewiſe omitted or ſuppreſſed, as only Canada 
and Acadia are mentioned, and New France is 
divided between them; I think it evident, that 
by the country which be deſcribes, that is all 
to the: ſouth of Cape Rofiers,, or the river of St. 
Laurence, is meant Acadia. This is confirmed 
by his declaring the country, which he deſcribes, 
to be the principal and moſt ꝝſeful part of the 
two *, which could not be ſaid of a mere coaſt; 
and, to put it out of diſpute, that Denys ſpeaks 
here of. Acadia, in this extended ſenſe, it needs 
only be obſerved, that he, by che words, 10 
5 in the hands ef their.) neighbours, mani- 
feſtly alludes to the ceſſion of all Acadia, in that 
— ſeaſe, by the Eugliſu, made in the treaty 
of Breda, ee r N 
ne 13 Main 30 18% : 

SOT fs 44% 3-6, «bil e 

From What has been. Gai ie i pee 
20 to every body, that Denys, in the paſſages 
before recited, has not deſcribed the bounds of 
Acadia, nor ſo much as propoſed to deſcribe 
them. He has not, as pretended, in the ſyſtem 
of the Commiſſaries, deſcribed even the whole 
coaſt: for what he deſcribes under the name of 
Acagia, is ſcarce; a fourth part of the whole; 
as the coaſt: within the Bays of &. Laurence and 
French-Bay, with that of the Etechemius, are 10 
| POR PORTS: | ie 


's dead, here, as well as elſewhere, is ſo far hom being 
a it by Dey i, to be a part of Canada ; that he not ouly 
aaa it as the E half of New France, but 
gives it vaſtly the ſuperiority; a8 Henry IV. did in his two 
patents to de Monts, where Canada is not once mentioned; 
as if deemed an inſignificant country, and not fit to be 
2 _ with Acadia. 


G 2 This 


name of Acadia; whence 


tze ſame denominations as 


CES 
15 nnn. 


1 that only ona of thoſe coaſts, bears theo 
they would inter, nono 


elſe can belong to the country: of Acadia, But 
in 


that ãs a Mrong concluſion; whereof ( 
furniſhes an inſtance, hich ought to be con- 

vincing to the Commiſſaries themſelves. For 
they ſay, he deſcribes the ſame coaſts under 
deſcribes them 


and yet it is evident, that he conſiders them as 


in which he 


parts of the coaſt of Acadia in general, no [leſs 
than that which bears the name of, F trades. This 
appears not only from the extent which he a- 
ſcribes to Acadia, by giving it the river of Sr. 
Lai ence and province: of Norimbeg 


25 1 for its in · 
land bounds, (in conſequence of which all the 
ſea · coaſt from the mouth of that river to the 
river Penobſkot, or thereabout, muſt to 
it;) but alſo from his expreſsly declaring certain 
places to be ſituated in Acadia, though ſituated 
on thoſe coaſts which go under different names. 
Thus in — 2 4 firſt book (which 
- - the iately preceding the book 
e the coaſts) he not. only 
aſcribes to Acadia, both Port-Royal and St. 
Cron Maud, one ſituated in French Bay, the 


bother near the coaſt of the Etechemins : but in 


dis table for ſupplying names omitted in his 
map, he adds to. Acuqdia, two other places ſitu - 
ated in the ſame Bay, namely, the Cape of twa 
Ha, ao Port of Mines. He alſo aſcribes to it 


techemins river, and calls the coaſt within 
oo gulph of St. Laurence, the coalt. of Acadia. 
= hath. been n cmagrttag 14. in note“. 
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ry 03 T t A his; defetiption he des 
ſexihes the coaſts under diſſerent denamina- 


tio s yet, when, ja other parts of his bock, he | 


ſpeaks of particular places ſituated on thofe 


coaſts, he often aſcribes them to the country 
Acadia itſelf, And this is conformable to the 
of navigators, who in their journals le- 
Leribe the coaſts, for inſtance, of Normandy. op 
jou without taking notice. of the: cauntry = 
they belong to, which is ſuppoſed to be known 
—— : nor will the Commiſſaries ſay, that 
thoſe are leſs che coaſts of France 2 — 


Rs aſetibed to it inen eee 


tavot. 502 en 1— 


bus 1 think, 1 . ads 3 
| Daus has not deſcribed either all the boundsiof 
Acadia, or even the whole coaſt of Aadin, un- 
der that name, But ſuppoſing, at the: time 
Which his deſcription refers: to, that Acudia had 
no inland bounds, and that the part of the coaſt 
which he deſcribes, was then not * the whole 

coaſt, but the-whole limits of Hani; yet hey 
could not be the ancient bounds of Arudia : fur 
the bounds aſcribed to it hy Champlain, whomwas 
there — years before him, are more ancient. To 
Gy us n that thoſe of Denys ane the ancient bounds 
of: Acadia, is to: invert the arder- of things to 
change modern into ancient, and ancient into 
— They might as well ſay, that the reign 
_ of Lauts XV. ib more ancient than that of 
Louis XII. Can Demys be ſuppoſed to know the 


ancient bounds; ſo well as cha firſt diſcoverer? 


or to have deſcribed the ee * and his 


eee 


"+ I. "I ; 
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But, indeed, Denys never pretends to ſay, that 
the coaſt whichthb deſcribes müder the! Harne of 
Acadia, were its ancient bounds; and if he had, 
his declaration could not overthrow the autho- 


ricy of Champlain,'but 0 to give 
Fog fort; 2 G 110997 2545 
[1.3 "+18 = enn, £2023 28 ? 161 2 


ebenen echt r be neter a botnds 
of Acadia, which was contiguous to Canada, of 
Which he was! governor above years: by 
knowing one, he of courſe knew the other; 
and therefore when he fays, the river St. Lau- 
rence waſhed the ſide of Acadia, it ought to be 
taken for grunted that this river ſeparated Ca- 
nada from Acadia, or was the ſouthern bound 
of one province and northern bound of the 
other. The reaſon is plain: and as Champlain 
could not poſſibly miſtake in the limits of his 
own government; neither can it be rationally 
ſuppoſed, that he would make it leſs than it 
was, by {giving part . Leu on 
3168 313% DO Ban 2+ | FOO 
The daneben def Luis XIII. ted to:lge> 
eee grand 2 
—_—_— confirm the authority of C | 
marking the river r. Laurence as the north 
| boundary ——— Acadia, perhaps conformable to 
r*s:report:: and as we meet with no 
alteration made in x ray bounds of that province 
from the time Champlain went firſt to Acadia 
with de Monts in 1603; there is no doubt, but 
the ſame river was conſidered as the boundary 
e as when W his lande 
10 
"The Lei, ae given by Champlain, 
t to be looked on as more ancient, as well 
2 pare complete, than thoſe mentioned by Denys, 


The 


191 


"the Fic Commiſſaries _ the 8 vey 
ciple which induced them to ſuppreſs the above 
ages of Champlain, have repreſented him as 
1 exact and preciſe in his relations than Denys, 
whom. they cry up at a great rate. Whereas, 
the contrary, is the caſe: and though Denys 
was a man of no ordinary talents, yet from what 
pears of Champlain, he was much his ſuperior; 
and better qualified to give an exact account of 
the ſituation and limits of the country in que- 
ſtion . 


For r Champlain, belides being a YOu and en- 
4 ſoldier, was a man of fine parts, a 
ſkilful navigator, and good mathematician. As 
rapher to Henry. IV. he was, ſent. with de 
ones to ſuperintend, and report to him, the diſ- 
coveries which ſhould be made. He viſited all 
the coaſt comprized within de Monts two patents; 
from Cape Raſieres or Gaſpe, to Cape Cod, then 
called Malabar, which he well deſcribes. He 
aſcended the river St. Laurence, to the great 
Lakes, to one of which he gave his.own name; 
and made | ſeveral expeditions, within land. 
Whereas, Denys, who went over to America, 
chiefly on account of trade, never entered the 
river St. Laurence. From Cape Gaſpe to St. Jobn's 
river, was the limits of his navigation and know- 
ledge : for he failed no farther weſt than that 
river, as he decl:res, p. 2. He was ſo far 
from knowing any thing certain of the diſco- 
veries made by de Monts and. e. that 


=_ See Charlwoix, his charaQter of them both in his cata- | 
pigs. authors, and i in his hiſtory of New France, vol. i. 
1 ” | 5 
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he could not tell where the if POP? rivet Ei. 
oy np? 25 h at —— dere — ; 
Sr. John's: king of it, (p. 32.) he 
** This place Ia Weg e to e nf 
& called St. Cin, Where de Mam and Cham- 
* plain would have ſettled.” He might have 
added, and ftaid three years. Will any body 
| Uſrer this expect a more exa# and preciſe account 
_ of Champlain's diſcoveries, or of the ancient li- 
mits of Acadia, from Denys, than from Cham: 
Plain himſelf ? En . 


In reality, Denys never had it in his nite, | 
either to point out the ancient limits of Acadia, 
or deſcribe the bounds of countries, as the Com- 
miſſaries would perſuade the world. He does 
not ſo much as ſay, the country, whoſe coaſts 
be deſcribes, was divided into provinces; or 
ſpeak of che — vernments, into which it 
was actually { while he was there, and of 
which wow 8: held one. So little ea is he in 
thoſe particulars, as well as many others; his 
whole deſign having been to deſcribe the coaſts 
of the country, as they were in his own time; 
without any view to what they were before, or 
how the parts to which they eg. were 
BORE within land. 


This, I think, has been already ene 00 wle ; 
| render? s ſatisfaction: but we ſhall be able to put 
it ſtill farther beyond doubt, if to collecting and 
comparing different ages of authors, (che 
rule laid down by the Commiffaries at the begin- 
ning of the 16th article relating to Champlain, for 
aining and finding out their meaning) ws 
add, what bey ought to have done, viz. taking 


into conſideration the times which thoſe . 
C - 


CG» 
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| deer to, and the ſtate of things at that juncture, 
| which were as follows : 3 


LI 
a3. | N 


8 In 176 33, the ee treaty wo St. Germain 
en 22 was made, Louis XIII. ſent the com- 
mander de Razilly, to take poſſeſſion of Acadia, 
and by his patent appointed him his lieutenant 
thereof, from the river Kinnebeki to the river St. 
Laurence 12 | 


Raailh afterwards ni at to ſhare 
with him in his grant, the government, and 
property of Acadia, by agreement, became di- 
vided at one time; into three, and at another 
into four provinces, under particular patents 
from the King. 


Buy the tripartite diviſion, © the provinces 
< were conſigned to Razilly, la Tour, and Denys. 
« The firſt had for his ſhare, Port-Royal, and 
<« all to the ſouth as far as New En land: the ſe- 
&« 'cond had Acadia, properly called, from Port- 
* e to Canſeau : the third had the eaſtern 
* coaſt from Canſeau to Ow”. rao 


r to the quadripartite Sivifio. 2 4. 
e cadja was parted into four provinces, among 
“ ſo many 22 who were lieutenant 
„generals for the king. The firſt extendin 
"i Thos Pentagoet to St. Hohn, s river, was nam 
« the 9 of the Etechemins +. The ſecond, 

2 from 


* bg — Hiſt. FER] Nowv. Brew. vol. * 
p. 178, and 417. with Count 4 EHrades Letter au Roi, 13 
Mars 1662 See alſo, Conduct of the French in Nova Sew; 
P. 22, and * 

.+ Formerly, ſays bd called Norembegua, (a fa- 
bulous name and country.) 38 it has not ſo great an extent 
give 


Charlevoix + z we find a third made by Louis 


re 42g. 


as 30 FY | 


. from. &. Fab river to Cape Sable, French 
% Bay. The third, Acadia, from Cape Sable 


. . "Con nſeay : the fourth, from Canſeau to 


Cape Rofiers, * Bay St. Lance. was the 


6 * govenument of Dems.” 
Both theſe diviſions of the country in which 


” Denys was concerned, ſeem. to have taken place 


before the year 1638, at leaſt, the fipſt did; for 


3 one of the three reden, died before 


Beſides, thoſe two diviſions, ea 


XIII. in the above · mentioned year , to regu- 
late the bounds of government, or on, be- 
tween La Tour and Charniſey : the firſt of 
whom was. at that time the King's lieutenant 
general in Acadia, and the latter had ſucceeded 
$9. Razilly, on that commander's deccaſe. 


By this regulation, Charniſay had for his 


on « frem the middle of the firm land of the 


„ French Bay, weſtward towards the Viggins, 


& [or Tune England] with R ler Penob- 


given.it 3 any body : nor dogs 3 who, be ſays, 
oſe names to the provinces, ſpeak of any ſuch CLI 
diviſion of the country in his deſcription ; he only mentions 
thoſe names among three or. four others, as names of dif- 
ferent parts of the coaſt : neither does he extend the Etache- 
min coaſt eaſtward, ſo far as the river St. Croix by. ſnur or 


five leagues. See his 517 Geag and Hiſt. + Cotes 4 Amer: 


m—_— tom. i. ch. i. 


de coaſt, of which | 


4 Vous K 105 poo peg | 
1 The King s Letter on this occaſion, is inſerted by the 


F rench Commuliaries in the proofs of their mn 


1 
* ſxot 3] and bis lieutenant general of Acadia, La 
& Tour, from the middle of the ſaid Bay, to th? 
te paſſage, or gut of Canſzati :? that is, the 
- Whole coaſt of the French Bay, as they call the 
Bay of Fundy, excepting half of the north main, 
fell to La Tour; and, conſequently, the bounds 
of proper Acadia, (larger in the threefold, than 
in the fourfold diviſion) were augmented by an 
addition of near as much coaſt as belonged to it 
in either of the two other diviſions. This ac- 
count of the ſtate of Acadia, fo neceſſary to ex- 
95 the paſſages cited from Denys, is ſuppreſſed 

y the French Commiſſaries, like every thing elle 
which makes againſt their ſyſtem. 


From the premiſes, it appears: firſt, that when 
Acadia, in general, was in the hands of one 
_ perſon, as the commander de Razilly, it had its 
ancient name, as well as bounds, fuch as Cham- 
plain aſcribed to it, or rather extended much 
farther weſtward : but when divided into pro- 
vinces under different governors, all the pro- 
vinces, for diſtinction ſake, received different 
names, excepting one which retain'd that of 
Acadia being called Acadia; proper, (as we find 
it expreſſed above in the Gillon cited from 
Charlevoix, and in other places of his hiſtory) 
to diſtinguiſh it alſo from the general Acadia, 
or Acadia at large. | 


8 g 

Secondly, that Acadia proper, changed its 
bounds, as the provinces were more or fewer. 
Thus, when Acadia, in general, was divided be- 
tween Charniſay and La Tour, proper or ſpecial 
Acadia, took in the whole coalt of the Peninſula 
from the gut of Canſcau, weſtward, with the coaſt 
of the Cominent to the middle of the French Bay 
H 2 | under 
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| under the tripartite | diviſion, extending from 

| = Canſeau to Port-Royal, the bounds of proper 
= Acadia, were leſſened by all the coaſt of the 
[| ' fame Bay, which became the name of a diſtin& 

= province; and when the quadripartite diviſion 

| took place, its limits of coaſt were reduced to 

| that of the ſouth-eaſt fide of the Peninſula from 

3 Cape Sable to Canſeax. 3,” 4 


' 
| And this, in fact, was the origin of thoſe 
| ſcanty limits, which the French Commiſſaries 
il | would impoſe as the ancient limits of Acadia: 
= | and thus is accounted for that diverſity of ſup- 
q 2 ancient bounds; of which to find the right, 
as ſo much puzzled the French Geographers, 
ſome chuſing one ſort, ſome another. I pre- 
ſume now the difficulty is ſolved, that they will 
£ ſee they are all in the wrong. 
| 
| 


1 That thoſe limits are all wrong, according to 
MM the ſyſtem of the French Commiſſaries, is un- 
: deniable ; becauſe, not correſpondent with 
» thoſe aſcribed to the coaſt of Acadia proper, by 
| Denys, whoſe authority they adhere to. That 
coaſt, under the two-fold diviſion, has- near 
twice the extent, which He gives to it; under 


_ the tripartite, ſo much more as is from Port- 
| | | Royal to Cape St. Mary : and, 3 to the 
1 quadripartite diviſion, ſo much leſs by the ſpace 
1 between that Cape and Cape _ "WRITE it- 
| begins. 


Fi It is evident then, that none of theſe can be 
I the right limits of Acadia, according to oe 
Commiſſaries ſyſtem. But it ſeems als no leſs 
evident for the ſame reaſon, that the limits a- 
| | ſcribed to it by Denys, cannot be the ancient 
3 | limits, 


a 13 | 
limits, unleſs they can prove from him that thoſe 
limits were ſuch as Acadia had before any of the 
three diviſions in queſtion took place, or that 
they were the ſame with its original limits. But 
this ſure it is impoſſible for them to do, ſince 
Denys never ſays any ſuch thing, and, beſides 
ſpeaks in the preſent tenſe ; conſequently, the 
coaſt which he deſcribes, muſt be ſuch as it was 
when he wrote, or at the time when he was 
vernor of St. Laurence Bay in 1654. So that 
tis evident, when ſays Acadia, ends at Canſeau, 
he muſt be underſtood to ſpeak with reſpect 
to the bounds of his own government at that 
time, which began there, and not with reference 
to ancient Limits. 8 


If Denys had intended to deſcribe the ancient 
extent of the Acadian coaſt, would he not have 
mentioned it? Would he not have faid, the coaſt 
of Acadia originally began at Cape St. Mary, 
and ended, or did end, at Canſeau; inſtead of 
ſaying there is a paſſage from Long Hand to 
Acadia; and that Acadia endeth (that is, doth 
end at this preſent time of writing) at Canſeau ? 
ſhould we not have found that extent conforma- 
ble to what it was, under one of the two provincial 
diviſions, preceding the year 1638, in both which 
he was 2 governor, rather than to what it was 
ſo many years later? then, indeed, it might 
with ſome ſhew of reaſon be ſaid, that Denys 
had deſcribed the ancient limits of a province of 
Acadia, though not the ancient limits. of the 
whole; which are thoſe deſcribed by his pre- 
deceſſor, Champlain: but as the limits which he 
aſcribes to the coaſt, has no ſuch conformity, 
it cannot be ſaid, that he has deſcribed the an- 
cient limits of either one or the other. And 

| 1 i thus 


RE 
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thus much 11 ſuffice to explode the barefaced 
impoſition and chicanry on which the ſyſtem 
_ bf the French Commiſſaries, reſpecting the an- 
dient limits of Acadia, is founded. However, 
before I conclude this head, it may not be amiſs 
to produce one inſtance more, to ſhew to what 
a provoking degree they have attempted to im- 
poke on, and infult us. | cu; ee 
By the grants of Loxis XIV. firſt to Charni- 
ay in 1647, and then to La Tour in 1651, the 
ree provinces being united under one gover- 
nor, the name of Acadia was no longer confined 
to a part, but was reſumed by the whole: yet, 
after this again, it ſeems to have fallen into a 
; tripartite diviſion, as in 1654, Denys was ap- 
pointed governor of St. Laurente Bay. After the 
time of Denys, the whole country from Cape Ro- 
zters to the river Kennibet, under the name of 
Acadia, was committed to the government of 
fingle perſons, and ſo continued to the time of 
Subercaſſe; who ſurrendred himſelf with Port- 
Reyal to general Nicholſon, when he recovered 
Nova Scotia from the French 1710. | 


Although the French Commiſſaries, to evade 
the authority of the grants and commiſſions of 
Louis the XIII. and XIV. wherein all the coun- 
try from Cape Roziers, to the borders of New 
England, is named Acadia, pretend that they are 

out of the queſtion, as being modern, not the 
ancient bounds of Acadia: yet, juſtly doubt- 
ing the force of that objection, they have 
recourſe to ſeveral ſorts of ſhifts and evaſions, 
to make it believed, that under the fame name 
other countries are included, beſides that of 
Acadia. One inſtance of their unfair dealing on 
this occaſion may ſerve for all. 


In 


but the circumfacent countries. So alſo in theig 


LH 1 

In the patent of Charniſay abovementioned, 
produced by the Commiſſariesamong their proofs, 
p. 282. he is appointed governor and lieutenant- 
general in the country and cagft of Acadia in 
% New France, in all the ſaid countries, territories 
te and Con ſines of Acadia, 7a begin at ths ſide of the 
* Great River St. Laurence, as well alung the 
o ſea - coaſt and adjacent iſles, as within he firm 
and, and in that extent as far as ibe Virgins, 
. meaning New England. 1 


One would think that nothing could be coueks 
ed in more expreſs and preciſe terms than this 
article: but what words fo clear and explicit. 
which the French: Miniſters will not diſpute and 
cavil at? for inſtance, to evade the force of this 
meaiit not the Confines, or Limits, of Acadia; 


remarks or explanation of de Mentis farit patent 
of November 8, 1603 ; they fay that the King 
ranted him les territoires, cobes & hays: conſis de 
* Acadie, impoſing them for the words of the 
rent +, inſtead of territorres, cotes & confins de 
F lcadie as appears from the patent irſef which 


they have inſerted from Leſcarbot, in their Pieces 


Memorial, art. 18. p. 147, alſo note to the Englih 
Memorial, page x1. | 
- + In like manner they have altered the; words ip the 
clauſe relating to. the filhery in the commiſſion, of Denys, 
Proofs. Juſtificat. Art. 28. p. 503. inſtead of © the power 
* of ſettling a ſedeutary fiſnery in the extent of the ſaid coum- 
e try and coafts of Acadia, as fan at Virginia. Fhey cita 
the words, as well in the ſaid country, as onthe Xn. Gray 
dia. Mem. Com du Roy, art. 15. p. 134. Such corrup- 
tions as theſe, to pervert the ſenſe of words, are. but trifle 
with them, | 
In 
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i like n manner . the dresden which they 
4 the word Confins, in the above - cited 
Tele from Charni/ay's patent, is refuted by two 
ſubſequent articles; which clearly evince that 
it ſtands for bounds or limits, and not neighbour- 
ing or cirtumjacent countries. The firſt impowers 
him to ern ſettle and preſerve the ſaid coun- 
tries, lands and coaſts of Acadia, from the ſaid ri- 
ver of St. Laurence zo the Virgins. By the ſe- 
cond clauſe” a grant is made = of the mines, 
&c. with a priviledge of trading with the Sa- 
" through the whole extent of the ſaid coun- 
iry, firm land and coaſt of Acadia from the river 
St. Laurence, &c. *Tis clear from theſe two 
clanſes, that the country of Acadia, ſimply, was 
granted to Charniſay ; and, | conſequently, that 
by Confins, in the firſt claus, is to be underſtood 

confines, borders, or limits, and not bordering coun- 
tries. The patent of La Tour, granted in Fe- 
Bruary 1651, runs in the lame mary with 1 
to the Worn in queſtion T. n 
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Limits of Acadia by the U ecke 
| Treaty. 


Think I have now difcuſſed the 88 
about ancient limits, and ſhewed the inſuffi- 
ciency pf the grand authority of the French Com- 
miſſaries taken from Denys, ſo effectually, as 
ſcarce to leave them any room fog a mall Chicane i 


© ® Proofs Juftificat. p. 284. 
| + See the ſame, p. 286. 
Tt 
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l _ Cvtainitſhjies, in ns ths 
limits of Nova Scotia, have | proved from the 
books and maps of the French themſelves, chat 
they were all along well acquainted with Nova. 
Scotia, and have given to it the ſame limits which 
we give to it. But the author of the Summary 
Diſcuſſion, having taken care not to produce any 
of thoſe evidences, thinks he may venture after the 
commiſſaries to aſſert, as he does, page 4 and 6, 
that the very Name of Nova Scotia was not known ;, 
and that the country itſelf had no exiftence, before 
the treaty of Utrecht, which he pretends gave it a 
being. However, preſently after, page 5. he cites 
the grant of King James I. of Nova Scotia to Sir | 
William Alexander in 1621; and owns the geo- 

Fab phers had inſerted it in their maps and books. 
In p. 15. he ſpeaks of Cromwel?'s grant of both 
| Nova Scotia 45 Acadia to Sir Thomas Temple in 
r6;6 ; and alſo of the diſpute which aroſe Bent 
them at the treaty of Breda in 1667 (of which 
more preſently) ; many papers relating to which 
are produced in the Pieces Jubifiatifs, from 
Page 275 to page 320 : ſo that the author of the 

Summary faves me the trouble of . him, 
by doing i it himſelf. . 


However I ſhall _ few ne hve 

The expedition of Kirk in 1628 and 1629 was 
enough-to have made Nova Scotia known to alt 
the world, if it bad not been known 3 
to the recovery of it, he joined the ueſt of Ca- 
nada, from of famous Champlain, "6 lien men- 
tioned by us; and the French may thank the bad 
councils. of thok.cimes, or elſe the name of Ca- 
nada would have been aboliſhed, ' and that of 
kirk's Land only _— been in uſe. But it 
was. 


e 66 
Was given up again. in 1632 at the inſtance 
of the French . ambaſſador, urged - thereto by 
Champlain, who ſolicited here the reſtitution both 
of that Country and Nova. Scotia; which laſt name 
| he took care to make known by Serre 
e it e to have um „ 


| "Sr Lal. Kirk in his petition to King Charles II. 

pay to the treaty of Breda, obſerves, that 

; James I. granted Acadia to Sir William. 
ph by the name of Nova Scotia; and 
that on King Charles T's marriage with Henrietta 
Maria, the fa Acadia or Ne ova Scotia was reſtored. 
to, France, This petition is inſerted by Ogilby | 
in his deſcription of the country, under the title 
of Acadia, or Nova Scotia 1 | 


41 them to pretend therefore. that the name 
ova Scotia was not known, much more that 
Fly had no exiſtence under that name, 
before the treaty of Utrecht gave it both; is only 
wo cds of French effrontery, and to what deſpe- 
rate ſhifts they are driven, to ſupport their own. 
_ falſe ſyſtem, This indeed was never heard of till 
ſince. the time of that treaty, and now maintained 
by their commiſſioners, who ſtand alone by them- 
ſelves : in oppoſition to almoſt all their own voyag- 
ers, hiſtorians and geographers, whom they blame 
on the occaſion, excepting Denys; altho' he, as hath 
been ſhewn before, ſays . to the purpoſe. 


This is the Suramariſt's way of diſcuſſing 
things, by falſe aſſertions only. Men of under- 
—_ ſee the abſurdity and OE: Vet, by 


"® See his Voyages, p. 268 and 296. wa 
+ Sce his 3 ch. i. (oft, 5. P. 133. Printed in 9355 
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„ 
this unlawful means, he ſerves his chief purpoſp, 
which 1s to captivate the unthinking multitude, N 
and animate them againſt the Engliſh. S 


He acts in the ſame manner with reſpect to the 
ancient limits of Acadia: which he reduces to the 
weſt and ſouth coaſt of the peninſula ; without 
citing and anſwering any of the many authorities 
produced by the Engliſh Commullaries, to prove 
that it extended northward, as far as the river 
St. Laurence. But altho” he ſuppreſſes the three. 
paſſages of Champlain, as well as the French Com- 
miſſaries; yet he tacitly confeſſes, that he has 
ſeen them, and even thinks it incumbent on him 
to ſay ſomething, to leſſen their authority. This 
he does in an indirect way, ater charging the 
Engliſh Commiſſaries with multiplying uſeleſs 
quotations, to obſcure and perplex the caſe, (Which, 
indeed, is the. fault of the French Commiſſaries) 
It is thus, ſays he, that they have abuſed one 
* or two paſſages of Champlain. But, beſides, 
that this author has no where expreſsly treat- 
e ed of the limits of Acadia; and that, conſe- 
s* quently, one cannot expect on this point part: 
* cularly, either exa#Fneſs or preciſion ; yet if there 
„ te found in his Voyages two paſſages which 
<«« the Engliſh cite as favourable to their ſyſtem, 
5* there are above ten which are direfly contrary 
« 1 it. They are to be found cited in the Me- 
“ morials of his Moſt Chriſtian Majeſty s Com- 
. «iſles 

As this writer knows that one at leaſt of thoſe 
_ paſſages of Champlain point out both exaFly and 
preciſely the northern limits of Acadia; ought he 
not to have produced that one, or given the im- 
port of it, as he hath done by the pa of De- 

es, and made his objections to it, if ke had any? 
CELL. K 2 „ - "The 
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dies; and his readers, by depriving them of an 


6 


The reader, to 1 will think he ought : 


byt then he could not have vented ſo many * 


ries, as he has done in this paragraph. Not dar- 


5 cite the paſſages himſelf, he ſends his readers 
ook for them in volumes to which he knows 
not one in à thouſand of them will have recourſe. 
This 'is' indeed abuſing both. He abuſes the 


paſſages by ſuppreſſing them like the Commiſſa- 


opportunity of judging, Ns er the Engliſb have 
hem or not, as 4 — them 


. to e his bare word for a prov 


K * e Gelege, af alfa, 
in reciating authority of Champlain, and 
diminiſhing the force of his evidence, as if barely 


favourable to the Engliſh ſyſtem ; whereas it ex- 


preſsly and preciſely confirms it. 


Laſtly, he abuſes them in affirming, that there 
are ten paſſages in Champlain, which are direttly 
contrary to the Engliſh ſyſtem: the falſity of 
which our readers may ſee by conſulting thoſe 
paſſages which are before produced, taken from 
the fame Memorials, to which the author of the 
8 ummary Diſcuſſion, refers 9 5 


Tis eaſy to ſee, that theſe paſſages from cles 
Plain gaul them terribly; and that not knowin 
how to get over them, they think it beſt to k 
them out of ſight. And, indeed, eonſidering the 
authority and experience of that perſon, whom 
they ſtile the father and founder of their ſettle- 
ment in Canada; who went over with de Monis, 
che French diſcoverer of thoſe parts ; was 27 years 


| there, and 20 of them governor of the country: 
_ *ris no wonder they dread the weight 
dence, * . 


of his evi- 
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Altho' the author pf the Summary Diſcuſſion 
ſuppreſſes all the evidence in favour of the Engliſßi, 
yet he takes care to produce ſome vouchers, ſuch as 
they are, on his own fide. Immediately after 
depreciating the authority of Champlain, page 9, 
he tells us that he knows. but two perſons who. 


have treated expreſsly and in detail concerning, 


the limits of Acadia. This muſt ſeem very fur- 
the French ſyſtem was fo well grounded, as they 


pretend; but eſpecially when they are inform- 
ed that only one of them is a Frenchman : the. 
other, it . ſeems, is an Engliſpmar. However 
tte. author of the Summary obſerves, that by 
their long refidence in America, and the ſituation 
of the countries granted to them, they were more. 

at hand than any beſides, to know and determine. 

the limits of Acadia. = 6 not Champlain, at 
leaſt, to have been excepted ? No daubt of it; 
and to be ſure he would, had he been of their ſide, 
or confirmed the teftimony of Denys, as the French 
2 page 179, of their laſt Me- 
mo I 4 | 


The reader, who has already feen the ut- 
moſt of their boaſted ſtrength, may eaſily know, 
without being told, that his Frenchman is De- 
nyc. This perſon, he ſays, printed a deſcription: 
of the countries claimed by the Engliſh in 1672 ; 
had been 35 or 40 years in the country which he 
deſcribes; and was governor of the great bay of 
St. Lanrence, from Canſeau to cape Roziers. He 
adds, that this writer declares in the moſs preciſe 
and formal manner, that Acadia does not commente 
till you are out the French bay, and that it ends 


* 


prizing; if not ſuſpicious to every body, in caſe 
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2 They who have already read the precedin 
pages muſt be cbnvinced of the falſity of this 45 
rtion, if applied to the antient limits of Acadia : 
F ſhall en paſs to his Engliſh evidence, who 
is Sir Thomas Temple, whoſe teſtimony is no leſs 
oppoſite to their ſcheme, than that of Denys | 5 


HSE to pen it. 


Wich Abe to this gentleman, he phiſerres. 
that Cromwell, having in 1654, taken from the 
French all the coaſt from Marlegaſb weſtward to 
the river Kennibek, granted the whole to Sir Fho-/ 
mas Temple in 1656. At the peace of Breda, 
the lands which had been taken in the late war 
were mutually reſtored: S. Chriftepher's, Anti- 
gua, and Monſerat to the Engliſb; and to France, 
tender the name of Acadia, thoſe ſubdued by Crom- 
mew ag granted, to 80 * Domas. 


I 


.- When this treaty came to be executed in 1668, 
Sir Thomas refuſed to obey the firſt orders of Kir 8 
Cbarles, under pretence that Port Royal, St. John's 

Fort, and Pentagoet (cr Penobſkot) were not in Aa- 
cadia ; but that only Le Have and Cape Sable 
were. This the author of the Summary declares, 
is exaftly conformable to the ſentiment of Denys ; 
and then endeavours to eftabliſh the validity of 
his aſſertions on the authority of ſueh able per- 
ſons, one French the other Engli „ concurring to 
give Acadia the beunds in tobich - rance * it 


ought to be ä | 


The enen in this deduction, will ſee ande 
glaring proofs of French chicanry and inſincerity. 
King Charles II. in execution of the treaty of 


Nez, by an act of ceſſion, dated the 17th of 
Feoruary, 


[7] 

| February, 1667-8 *, declares he hath given up all 

Acadia, which the ſaid. King of France did for- 
merly enjoy, 2 the 75 and habitations of 

Pentagoet, St John's, e 15 * 

and Cape Sable. 51977 1 | 


Mr Mourillon 40 ow being ſent by 5 French 
King to take poſſeſſion of the ſaid country and forts, 


he received King Cbarles's letter, or order, of 


the 31ſt of December, 1667 +, to Sir Thomas, to 
deliver up Acadia, namely, the forts: abovemen- 
tioned. Sir Thomas refuſing to obey that order, 

under pretence that the three firſt forts, were not 
in Acadia, there was a definitive order made out 
the 6th of Auguſt, 1669; whereby Sir Thomas 
was commanded to deliver up, the country of A- 
cadia, as namely the forts of Pentagoet, St John, 

Port-Royal, La Have, and Cape Sable, which 
the French King enjoyed. till taken by the Engliſh 
in 1654 and 5. * ; that was by Cromwell, This 


order was delivered to Sir Thomas at Boſton, by 


the Chevalier de Grand Fountain, ſent thither to 


receive the country; and with this order Sir i 


Tbomas complied. 


Nothing can be more evident > the pre- 
miſes, than that King Charles, as well as the 
miniſters both of England and France, were a- 
greed and ſatis fied that the ſaid forts were in A. 


cadia ; which indeed was delivered up yin 
the name of thoſe forts, and not u er its own 


name. Yet the author of the Summary, | nin Sir 
Thomas's denying thoſe forts to be in Acadia, * 


Pieces Juſtiße. art. 13. p. 292 and 3. 
+ See art. 14. p. 298. __ 392. 


* © Axt. 16. p 313, ; 
inſiſt 


tat 


inſiſt, in poſition to ſuch authority, that tl 


country were ſituated, was not an- 
 Hently called Acadia: becauſe forſooth Sir Thomas 
knew better than any body elſe the bounds of the 
country which was DOE and of which hie 


| ent at OT: 1. n 


E ah be more ridiculous Pee im. 
Ws 401 this. © They well know the country in 
Gatti "was called Nova Scotia by the Exgliſʒ; 
and that” Sir Thomas took advantage of this cir- 
cumiſtance, to avoid giving. up a province,” which 
he had Surchaſel ; and which Charles I. without 
any recompence, or proper notice, as he 
Eg would e him to Oi 6 to the 


* 


— 


\ * 


* 


4 „ hc lint Ne 6 at one 

rather authority, for what he at, from he 

grant of Cromwell to him in 1656 : for, by on | 
e cate otic, ths Cope 

le northward and weſtward, chu the 8 5 

of the French Bay, to Penobſtot, belonged to No- 

da Scotia; and all eaſtward and northward from 

Cape Sable to ts ot and uy 123 be- 


48 Ry ee — af 8 
* The patent als Wann and territories called 44. 
<a, and that part} of the countty' called Nova Scotia, from 
 Marlegaſo-m the calt, to the port and cape of La Have, &c. 
The grant diſtinguiſhes Acadia as a different country from Neva 
Scotia, the places on whoſe coaſts are mentioned : ſo that what 
lay eaſtward from M.rligaſp, to Canſear, and the river of Que 
.bek* (or. St Lawrence) as Sir Thoma told Du Bourg, muſt be 
aſligned to Acadia. For what reaſon Cronauell made the diſ- 
tinction on occaſion of this grant, does not appear; but his 
order of the 18.h of September, 1655, is to deliver up to Col. 
Temple the forts of Sz. John, Port- Royal, and Pentagoet ir in A- 
canis, — called Neva Scotia. | p 
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N 03 2 1 
e his eaſe, doubniels, that the leer of 
5 ee e 
1 is to be u z W et them, 
that Sir 7 Bmaf made” n 4, berwren 
Acadia and Nova Scotia; affirming, tbuf it ex- 
tended from Mirlegaſh near Bay . ws | 
tagoet ¶ or Penobſtot ], and drawing ih 
Cape-Breton, af far as the river Quebele ®:" 
Bourg adds; This, Ni g, be J Sir T Bon. Bus 
been wwrong under ſtond; and you ſee that P. 
St. John's; Port-Rqyal, Cape-Sable; and Lu Kleve, 
ſpecified 1 r vat in Acadia, onde 
Nv OE BY 9J.01.. 


„ 


the — Any divided in on thanher 
Sir Thomas repreſents it, one bell i 
Nov Seotla, the other tc Ara „ fot Ou 


A. 001 N 


Sir Thomas therefore te have e 
ſons for faying the firſt three places were 
Scotia, as — for not giving them _ 


ſince thoſe places had been, as he ſug 4 
rakenly inſerted in the order, wh V concern. 
See laſt Men. of the French cammiſſ. art. 15. p. 310% 


* To reſtore this paſſa er it mo cf: le, it, 
mult be read as follows, Ag that it for iii, ir 

extended from Mirligaſb weſtward to Pentagoet; and [that 
Acadia extended from Mirlezafþ ere] eus to . 

bs <4 as far as the river of Pucbet,” 

iz, the order of 31K of December 1667, below * cited, 

7. This ſhews, that the reading given in the preceding note 
but one is the right; and ther the millakes in the copy produce 
were owing to the tranſcriber, rather than Du Bou g himſelf. 
Bu here it may be obſerved, that either he or Sir 75omes tnult 
| have committed ſame Wilke for in a letter of Sir Thomas, 
Art." 14; P. 802. Cape Sable und La Have are fuid to belong 
to Acadiu; and. yet they ſhould belong to Neva Scotia by 
cee grant,” "ih * wee Bearg's — nber | 


as 


4 : 
i 64 — 24 2 1 % > * 1 — - ” — 
- 3h, © N 
* 


| 3 . 
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u Nor did the court, diſpute the fact, 


Ro pea, and oblig 
de therm as as A 


4 me — jt Fo. | 
ſign. of 
my — — | 
S 4 ; of ie. 
thor © both the French and Erghfp) courts, 
have aſcribed thoſe forts to Acadia, and there- 
S They 
y conſent that their own miniſters, 
2 * 
.who:abjeftly approved Judg- 
ed to be in the wrong, even to do unjuſtice, 
provided the teſtimony of Sir Thomas , be 
| made to favour their ffftem. eee ee erg 


Altho the two parties ſeem to differ, yet — — 
can de ſaid to be in the wrong:: for it was the fame 
country, tho' under di in uſe 
with the Exgliſp, the other with the — who 
claimed them, and Had them yielded N Shy, 
under chat denomination. 3 


1 1 Yar: S2S <8 £ if + 


Barts 80 to the Point: appel 8 Sir Tho- 
Eh he Re If e ee e 
the wrong ; let us rr his ſentiments are 
| conformable to thoſe of ' Denys, and his evidence 
ſupports the French ſyſtem. - If he denies Port- 
| Koyal belongs to Acadia, he does not ſay with 
Deiys, that place and the other two are ſituated 
on the French bay, and coaſt of Eteſhemins : he 
poſitively affirms, that they all belonged to Nova 


Scotia. If Sir Thomas fays with Denys, that the 


ſouth-eaſt coaſt of the Peninſula, from Marlegaſh 2 
or Cape-Sable, to Canſean, is in Acadia; Denys 
does not extend it farther, as he does, from Can 
ſeau to the river of St. Laurence; and we are told 


by the author of the Summary, n. 
* 


(5  - > "0 

that this laſt diviſion of the coaſt is called the 
Great Bay of St. Laurence. It is clear therefore, 
that the ſentiments of Sir Ihomas are fo far from 
being conformable to thoſe of Denys, in his ac- 
count of this country, and the init of de | 
that he differs. greatly from him. | 


As to what they affirm that Sir Thomas ſpeaks 
of, the antient limits of Acadia, he does not 
mention one word about them, any more than 
Denys ; altho' he particularly ſers forth the 
nal bounds of Nova Scotia, from King James T's 
patent, and diviſion of it by Sir William Alexan- 
der into +6 7a fmt of Alexandria and Caledonia, 
as exhibited in our : the firſt including _ 
Main land, the latter the Peninſula *: n 


Du Bourg, by his acquieſcence i in what Sir Tho- 
mas told him, ſhews that he knew nothing at all 
about the limits, either antient or modern. And 

here I would aſk thoſe gentlemen, who have de- 
clared Sir Thomas Temple knew the limits of Aca- 
dia better than any body elſe; whether they will 
fubmit to his definition of the limits, or to his 
partition of the Peninſula, detween Neva Scotia 
#0. Acaate. eee: to the or 
antient ſtate of things in that country? ranting 
all which they — te with reſpect to his knowledge 

eee be true; yet it is manifeſt, that 


0 Sir = * chat Newa Scotia was the firſt national 
grant regularly bounded iv all North America; on the north by. 
the river of Canada, &c. alſo that Sir William Alexander's pa- 
rents were eftabliſhed and confirmed by divers a&sof parliament, 
and the country annexed to — of Scotland; the records 

bereof are. kept. at Edinburgh, caſtle. {Lett. to the council, 

rt. 14. p- 300 1 He might have added, this was ſo pub- 
he and ſerious an affair, that King Carlin [. created an order 
of Baronets on the occafion (to the number "I or el for 


new kingdom, Which Kill ſubfifs. - 
* L 2 he 


8 = . 


\ 


rights Thus by overſtraining the'firing it has 


mary) have at laſt not left themſelves one author 
to be depenged an for fupport of their ſyſtem. 


gi... {46 „ 
he had thoughts of la ans this-cock N 
ir wongs chiefly to 
_ Gromue/!'s grant, which was his beſt authority. 


"the diſagreement between the only two au- 
2 O {acco to the writer 38 Sum- 


mary) ſpeak erf "of the limits of Acadia, 
tha. evidence in ſupport of the French Cominiſ- 
- faxics. ſyſtem is reduced, to one: but as they 
have allowed. them to be of equal authority, 
mal}; be deprived eyen of that one till the 
tion Mall be decided which of the two is in the 


ble arti- 


acked ; and by making uſe of contempii 
u, lig uſe the words of the author of the dum · 


lbs iber of the Ga Ake the Commiſ⸗ 
Eh is for preſſing Sir Thomas, as they did 
Demi, into their fervice. They would haue 
every author, ho aſcribes leſs extent to Acadia 
than the Enghſ Comiffaries give it, to peak 
of its antient limits. But ſince the paſſages, cit. 
ed from the cafe of Sir Thomas, turn- out ſo un- 


towardly againſt them, they mult either give up 


| as own ik. Es, 8 


They muſt likewiſe, upon bis: hk, * 
have declared his knowledge of the country 


ſo much ſuperior to that of others, con- 
hae only. that Part Royal is in Nove So- 
tia; - but alſo that this country had its exiſtence, 
was even very well known, bath to the French 

, long before the treaty of . Utrecht. 
| | from. Du Bourg à letter, to the French 
 Eoft-India We Thews chat boch he and they 
2 were 


| on ee Fm derer 

— by Sir Thomas Temple; and mo- 
which it occaſioned at the courts both of 
Paris and London, was ſufficient to have made it 
known all over Eurape: For, beſides the ſolici- 
tations carried on here by the French ambaffa- 
Fool 15 were obliged to ſend over two French 

ies at diffetent times to America to 

| 5 the ſurrender of thoſe Ich from Sir 
| Thomas, before he would comply. 

With what face then can they aſſert, che 1 
Was not known, from its not having been inſerted 
in any trea before Wy which-omiſ- 
ſion was 1 ecd chiefly owing to the indolence of 
our court, and its too great complaiſance for that 
of France, during two or three reigns © AY 
Wh, no. leſs 2 788 than CRISS * 

that King James the 1ſt's grant 
Now 1 in t621, is void in itſelf. Be- 
ſides, che queſtion is not about the Exgliſb title 
to Nova — but whether the country was 
| 3 of them, and the World, by that name? 

That they aſſerted a right to the country before it 
had the name of Nova Scotia, appears from the 
expedition of Argal in 1613, when he took Port 
Royal and drove the French out of that province, 
as the Commiſſioners themſelves acknowledge . 
But to return to the Summary Diſcuſſion. 

People often boaſt of their ſtrength to concell 
the want whack OR betray their _—_ 
by the me to ſt 
Lt French Commiſſaries, ppl the dſo ſaw the 


ill conſequences of Sir Thomas's reflmony, al- 
kedged it doubtleſs to amuſe, not ace 
with 


Pieces juſtific. art: 2- p* 37. 


| 1 wn French miitters at that time, and F 


— but becauſe ri 


as belonging 
in this particular, he need but look back to the 


. as one and che ſame perſon) conſiſts in their 


ern ; . 
with the ſame view have they found out another 
of chicane, to oppoſe to the authority of 


Ve it that Port Raya] did not 


; 2 This piece of chicane is, char che thive 


in queſtion were not ſurrendered by the En- 


onged to France before the year 1654. 8 
Ti true chat by che treaty of Breda i in 166% 


ar was to be delivered up, and IIkewiſe 
every thing elſe in America which had bel 
wto France before the ſaid year: but it is no leſi 


true chat they were demanded and given up alſo, 
to Acadia. To fatisfy every reader 


clauſes in the act of ceſſion and orders of the 


King: by which it ſhould ſeem that thoſe places 
- made the very eſſence of Acadia, as it is given 
up ſolely under their names, and is e as 


| re as they belong to it. 


t of the Commit. 
(for I — —— and their 


Abe falacy of this 


agent the Sum- 


changing the ſtate of the queſtion, by placing 
it on the motive of the ſurrender: 9 * the 
queſtion is not, on hat account thoſe places 
were ſurrendered, but whether they belonged to 
Acadia or not? And ſince the affirmative appears 
ſo evidently to have been the caſe, it matters not 


on what motive they were ſurrendered. 


However the author of the Summary wn 


| able“ 5 ens to make We n pur- 


915) | ( * ſues 


= Moſt of the fats and arguments which: the Ci en 


Eſpote, are ſo extremely * T might ſay ſelf. * 
N. 


| 1 79 i 
ſues the-argument- upon che . 
as unleſs the circumſtance of former poſſeſſion 
as the reaſon for giving up Port Royal," &. 
Jae, and Pentageot to France, Cayennt "_ 
America muſt be conſidered as part of Acadia; in 
regard the Ad of reftitution delivers it up along 
with them: | falaciouſly nfinuating, as if they. 
were all mentioned her in the ſame clatuſe; 
whereas they are ceded in two different clauſes, 
diſtinct from the reſt,” as appears from the 
act of reſtitution itſelf, inſerted in the Memo- 
N to this act, however, he has the front 
his readers, on a preſumption, no doubt, 
that they will take his word for id, without” 
giving themſelves the trouble of . farther. 


N Commiſſaries and their age agent have yet 
other argument, to ve that  Port-Royal is 
not in 7 gn and his is taken' from co = 
of the treaty of Utrecht: all Nova Scotia, 'or A- 
cadia, and alſo Port-Royal. From whence they 
would infer, that as Port Royal ſeems, to be added 
to Acadia, it cannot be 4 part of it, . 


This! is the is lee — — — N an 
| W -alledged : 2 
for it is ————— naccuracy or improprie- 
28 But then pen che Zug Engliſh Commiſſaries 

by ſeveral parallel inſtances, that the 
words 4d alſo might be uſed, without cauſing 
the ſeparation inſiſted on by the French Com- 


miſſaries, who oppoſed thoſe Inſtances, as u- 


that if it was not for their ſuppreſſing ſd many authorities 
and perverting other, one would be apt to imagine that the 
were deſtitute of the ordinary degrees of penetration and dif. . 
cernment If that be not their caſe, tis certain, by the groſs 
fieſs as well as number of their chic :nries and evaſions, that 
they muſt think all but themſelves, at leaft, of their own na- 


tion, to be ſo 
* Ty Jaltif, art. 1;. p. 232. W 
9144 'T . fual, 
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other. Thuster them conſider it whichway: they 


n 


— tne ado — 
* — —— 
* 


oy $0 ig 
e e 
2 u if che queſtion w; not to be de- 
by che 2 Seren, but bye bene 
zar, of the words.” - l _ FR SINE" Ut LYLE, 


Au 4 


ſuat; wich 


5 ge 4 7 l ch þ ER * 
5 . be Ri e047 ted #4 that 1 
aff 33 — wg: it 0 nt 
not. be oy AE a grin 
5 0 5 yet it can t be ge jed to have — 
Js, 


that time to Nova N KL n 
ber :an? +; wt 


Fs ET 


” - aH 0 den FILLS 


4 it be e 1 78 . 
whole, it muſt be allowed to have 2 
Audis; fur the two countries rent pete 


it could not belong to one country and not to the 


will, ir comes. 8 A A 1 "_ 
"That the E n 


from 4 
ſtores. to. 


miſfioners,. p. 14 — latt EN wont allow, it. 5 
Why ? Bo by 1155 only. ſaid, an Canada, not and alfo Canada. 
Is not this a deſpicable g vibble? A if. ſaying 2 8 
Reyal, does not 2 a ſeparation eee the ess reel 
6 Fort · Royal ? 


c "XI 
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mentioned, and conſequently had. it ceded in the 


treaty, appears likewiſe from the ſame important 
clauſe in their inſtructions, where Neva Scotia only 
is inſerted. They were to inſiſt particularly on the 
ceſſion of that country, the whole at leaſt of which 


was the object they had in view : if, therefore, 
che addition of Acadia in the treaty was to make 


fo vaſt a reduction of Nova Scotia as the French 
Commiſſaries pretend, ſhould we not have heard 


ſomething about it? Would the Queen, who had 


reſolved to have the whole of that country, have 
with it ſo eaſily ? Should we not have found 
ſome debate about it in the proceedings of the mi- 
niſters? Would not at leaſt their inſtructions have 
been accommodated to ſuch reduction? For in 
that caſe, can it be imagined that they ſhould ſtill 
PP been ordered to inſiſt on more than 0 Queen 
| agreed to accept? Nay, is it poſſible 
would have ventured under thoſe 129 oor ord 


to ſign a treaty ſo extremely contrary to the © 


intent and meaning of them ? Could they believe 
they were to have leſs than what' they were by 
their inſtructions to demand, when they were to 
have by the treaty all the property and dominion 
which the King of France ever had acquierd in 


the countries ceded, either by right, treaty; or any 


other means whatever? If they could have ima- 
gined that ſuch a clauſe, however ſtrongly. word- 
ed; in reality conveyed nothing but the ſhadow 


of a country, whoſe bounds had never been ſet- 


fled, and about which neither the French geo- 
graphers and hiſtorians, nor the Commiſſaries 
themſelves, do f agree: In ſuch caſe, I fay, is 


itt poſſihle they would not have had them ſettled. 
befare- hand; or at leaſt taken care to inſert a clauſe 


+ Ses hereafter, p 91. 1 | . 
wat. M | as 


Britain. 


£ | . | 8 b [ 82. . 4 | 
for having them ſettled afterwards by commiſ- 
ſaries, as they had done in the preceding article 
with reſpect to Newfoundland ? e, We 


In reality the words and alſo Port- Royal, are 
no more than an inaccuracy crept into the articles 
of ceſſion thro? inadvertency, inſtead of and ex- 
preſsly Port-Royal, in which ſenſe they ought un- 
doubtedly to be underſtood. _. | 


That this is the caſe, appears to a demonſtra- 
tion, from the inſtructions to the Engliſb plenipo- 
tentiaries at the treaty of Utrecht , who were or- 
dered particularly to inſiſt, that the French King 
ſhould quzt all claim or title, by virtue of any for- 
mer treaty, or otherwiſe, to the countries called 
Nova Scotia, and expreſsly to Port-Royal. Theſe 
words were inferted at the particular command of 
Queen Anne; and in dreſſing the xii. article of 
the treaty Þ of Utrecht, expreſsly was ch in- 
to alſo by the ſecretary; doubtleſs as thinking it 
more ſuitable to the occaſion, without imagining 
it made any alteration in the ſenſe, or could ad- 
mit of a conſtruction prejudicial to the rights of 


Laſtly, to obviate every cavil, if it ſhould be 
ſuggeſted, that the words and alſo, ſeem to indi- 
cate as if, at the time of the treaty, Port- Royal 


* If the bounds affigned by the French Commiſſioners 
were the ancient bounds referred to in the treaty, were they - 
more fixed and certain than thoſe of Hudſon's Bay? And did 
they not deſerve, as well as thoſe, to be ſettled by Commiſ- 
fioners ? This circumſtance alone methinks ſhews, that they 
were the well-known limits, claimed by the Britifþ Commil- 
ſaries. and not any of thoſe about which the Frexch them 
ſelves can't agree. | mn ; 

+ Pieces Juſtific. art. 30. p. 372. 
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was judged by the Brit miniſters, not to have 


to. N ova & an itſelt; it is anſwered, 


| That belides the manifeſt e and chicanery 
of this * — as if the capital of a country 
23 be ſed to be ſituated out of it, or in a 


different — it is deſtroyed by comparing 
the words of the inſtructions with thoſe of the 


treaty. For can it be imagined that Port- Royal, 


which in 1712, was in Nova Scotia, as by the 
words of the inſtructions, and expreſsly, it appears 
to have been, ſhould in 1713 be diſmembered 
from it; and that the words and alſo, were in- 


ſerted in the treaty to mark that ſeparation? Muſt 


not an aſſertion of this kind appear to every ſober 
perſon a very wild one? And yet the French Com- 
miſſaries, in aſſerting the — and alſo, exclude 
Port-Royal from Acadia, in effect aflert that ab- 
k no leſs than in ſaying they exclude it from 
We Scotia. 


This inſtance evinces that the change muſt have 
been made in the manner I have mentioned. But 
if it ſhould ſtill be ſuggeſted by the French Com- 
miſſaries that it was made with a deſign to reduce 
Neva Scotia to the ſcanty limits of their ancient 


Acadia, at the inſtance of France; it is farther. 


anſwered, that ſo great a change, fo vaſt a dimi- 
nution of the Britiſb claim, muſt have occaſioned 
much debate in the courſe of the negociation, 
which every body muſt have heard of. It could 


not have taken place in ſo profound a ſilence, with- . 
out throwing a ſuſpicion of the higheſt perfidy on 


our miniſters, for which there does not appear to 


be de the leaſt ground. On the other hand, is it poſ- 


ſible that on gaining ſo great advantage, the French 
miniſters would have been 2 2 
Ma | 


. 
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_ amongſt ſo many hundreds in the 


the change of a ſingle word, expre/zly, into al/e, 
SY | | a 
in the -oppoſite ſenſe? would they have riſked ſo 

t an acquiſition on ſuch ſlight ſecurity as a 
change, which made ſo little alteration in the ſenſe? 


A dubious term, liable to the ſame explanation 
with the word in whoſe room it was fubſtituted? 
Ass if they were ſatisfied with a phraſe, which 

os them but a handle for a future conteſt, in- 


ſtead of ample and explicit terms, which they 
might have commanded ? Could they have 


thought themſelves ſecure with the change of 


* 
# 


this fingle word, and left ſo many other 
words Randing ig ſupport of the Eng pies, 
they do in the article of ceſſion, il Nova Scotia, 
or Acadia with all the right, title, &c. of 
France to the ſaid lands, &c. To ſuppoſe things 
of this nature, is to ſuppoſe either that the French 
are very eaſy people, and careleſs of their intereſts, 
or that they duped our miniſters, by artfully get- 
ting the word expreſsly changed into alſo, as a 
thing of no conſequence, with a view only to fur- 
niſh themſelves with a pretence for future diſputes. 
But this is perhaps to aſcribe too much to French 
addreſs in matters of this nature; and to tax 


Louis XIV. with deeper diflimulation and col- 


N 


luſion than perhaps he Was capable of, or if he Was, 
would at hat time have put in practice: fince in 
his propoſals and anfwers to the queen's demands, 
he expreſſeth ſo much deſite to preſerve the peace, 
and care to prevent any future conteſts about the 


points ſtipulated in the treaty . Would not a prince, 


who appeared to act with ſuch great caution, have 
had every thing expreſſed at large, anc᷑ in the clear- 


© ® See Pieces juſtif. art. 28. and 32. p. 341, and 393. 


[#5 } 
eft manner in the treaty, on his qyn ſide; 
had every thing removed th that of the 2260 | 
which might create debate, and TARTAR his nad 


cilici e ? 


In ſhort, any one of the aboye POPE "Fey 
would be Lic nt to ſhew the abſurdity of ſug- - 
the change to have been made with a & 
to reduce either Nova Scotia or Acadia; and 
that it could not poſſibly, have appened apy Other 
way than hath been mentioned. 


The words of the inſtructions being g then wm 
mitted to explain thoſe of the treaty, as it is pre- 
ſumed every ſober and impartial reader will judge 
they ought ; the objeCtion of the commiſſioners 
founded'on the ek and alſo, muſt. fall to the 
ground, by this means likewiſe, and conſequently 
With it their ſyſtem. 


For it being proved ſo many ways, that Port- 
Regal is in Acadia, their ſyſtem of its antient li- 
mits, which exclude that — muſt be falſe 4 
and conſequently the Eugliſb mult be allowed their 

„as the French cannot pretend to take up 
another ſyſtem of antient bounds. Nor indeed 
have they left themſelves room for another, ſince 
they confine their views to the limits deſcribed by 
Deg: and if they had room for cooking up a 

ond ſyſtem, on what authority would they 
2 it, ſince they 5 that Denys is 
the only Freuchman who hath treated with Aren 
racy and preciſian concerning chem? 
In thus removing the objection unded on 
the words and alſo, it e N al 
is in Acadia, as well as in Nova Scotia. 2. That 
the limits which the Tee Commiſſioners * 
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86 
to : tint e not com rizing that place 
muſt be falſe limits, K 


on the while : WIEN the French Cit: 
ries build ſo much on the - words or Acadia accord- 
ing » 5 ancient limits; and although the ceſſion 
ſed in that form by England, yet I would 


I andrea e to make it appear that, by placing the 
name of Nova Scotia firſt in the treaty, the ſtate of 
things is ſo much altered, that the words ancient 


limits, ſuppoſing them before to have related to | 
Acadia, are transferred to Nova Scotia, and refer 
to it, as their proper antecedent, and not to Aca- 
dia : for this name, by being placed laſt, is by 


its ſituation deprived of every thing before belong- 


ing to it, which it aſſigns to Nova Scotia, in con- 
ſequence of poſſeſſing the firſt place; and receives 
a ſhare of them in common only in conſequence 
of being united with it. 


In reality the name Acadia, as it Sow fab 
in the treaty, is to be conſidered no otherwiſe than 
as an explanation, or term ſynonymous with that 
of Nova Scotia ; and might without any inconve- 


nience or loſs to the ſenſe, be omitted, as in reali- 
ty it is omitted in practice: for no Eng liſpman in 


of Nova Scotia, tacks to it the name of 
Acadia, or ſubſtitutes this laſt name (which is 


indeed quite out of uſe) in place of the former. 


The French Commiſſaries have certainly given 
to the term al ſo its right ſignification, in re 


the words thus, Nova Scotia, otherwiſe called Aca- 
dia : but by this explanation they ſuppoſe what I 
have advanced, that the name Acadia ſtands for 
little more, than an expletive ; and prove for us, 
that the words according to its ancient limits, refer 

| 8 | immediately 


CW) 
immediately to Nova Scotia: nor can they, without 
the moſt obvious violence to the rules of gram- ' 
mar, be applied to Acadia. This will appear at 
firſt ſight, in ſtating the words of the treaty after 
their manner : France cedes to Great-Britain No- 
va Scotia, ot herwiſe called Acadia t, in the whole, 
according to its ancient limits. It is plain that the 
words, otherwiſe called Acadia, ſtand as in a pa- 
rentheſis; and have nothing to do with any thing 
which goes either before or after, as they ſerve only 
to inform us that Nova Scotia has another name. 
Neither the words the whole, nor according to 
its ancient limits, can be joined to Acadia: be- 
cauſe Acadia ſtands only for a bare name, as the 
words, otherwiſe called, or named Acadia, Sc. pro- 
perly declare ; and limits belong to lands and ter- 
ritories, not to names. But as Nova Scotia ſtands 
not for a bare name, but for the country of that 
name, conſequently the words, according to its an- 
cient limits, muſt, and indeed only can, refer to 
Nova Scotia. < 

In effect, the expreſſion, otherwiſe called Aca- 
dia, either ſeparates thoſe words (according to its 
ancient limits) from Acadia, or elſe ſuppoſes them 
to make part of the name. For as limits, or do- 
minions, cannot be aſcribed to a ſimple name, the 
ſaid words can in no ſenſe be applied to the name 
(Acadia) but as being part of it. We may ſup- 
poſe a country named Acadia, according to its 
ancient bounds, but we cannot form an idea of a 
name (or the name Acadia) according to its an- 
tient bounds. 5 | 

On this occaſion I cannot but obſerve, that the 
Engliſb Commiſſaries having ſaid I it was the in, 

+ See note {) of the French Commiſſaries to the Englifh 
memorial, p. 56. I Ibid. p. 16. | 
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"A Noe 05 p. 56. 


tention of TE. fo cede 4 Brilain alt Aeudla, 
V Nova Scotia, according to its ancient limits ; 
the French Commiſſaries take up the expreſſion, 
and fay itt a note, France did not cede Acadia, or 
Nova Scotia, according to its ancien lui; but 
Nova Scotia, 0THzrwist CALLED Acavta, 

mm the whole o it, conf, iformable to its ancient 22 

They add, theſe are Ibè ancient limits of Acadia, 
not of Nova Scotia: By tranſpoſing A words, 

the ſenſe is altered, and 22 e where 


- there was none before. 


This ſtricture of the Frenth C eine only 
ſerves to ſhew how extremely jealous they are of 
the leaſt expreſſion which wits to thwart their 
darling ſy flew; and how needleſsly they multi 
their Piervaßons (which are indeed divided 
tween ſuch abject cavils and jockey-like evaſions) 
fince but three lines before the Engliſh memorial 


' mentions the ceſſion of Nova Scotia, or Acadia, by 
_ the treaty of Utrecht. But the cenſors had better, 


I prefiime; have ler alone their needleſs rematk ; 
fine from the principles laid down in the 
hs, it is manifeſt that it would have 
for their ſyſtem, if the clauſe of ceſſion 
Had been worded in that form: for then things 
would have turned out in their favour ; and they 
might perhaps have had ſore reaſon! to diſpute 


the Engliſs claim to ſo much eum a they lay 


| Pretenfions to. 


As, therefore, the literal meaning, or gram- 


| miatical conſtruction of the words, turns ſo point- 
blank againſt them; I ſhall apply to them the ri- 
gid rule which they lay down in the very 


next 
. 4 , although they often appeal from it; That 


* . 
„ 
1 6 


8 


161 

Ihe buſineſs (in, this hi. Sf is not to examine how 
Tar the defires of the contracting powers may extend : 
but ſolely what is the reſult (or literal meaning) of 

the TrxzaTy, whoſe reftrittions or extenſions are 

the ſole objects which the parties have in view. 


I therefore lincerely wiſh them joy of the ad- 
vantages, great or mall which they may have 
gained, as * by their eſtabliſhing that rule, as 
by their « RES of the term alſo, and zealous 
+ Fg aaa to the form of ceſſion, in placing Vo- 
va Scotia before Acadia. However I cannot but 
take notice here, how extremely oppoſite P. Char- 
levoix is to them in his ſentiments on this occa- 
lion: for he has adopted the very form which the 
Commiſſaries condemn, citing the words thus: 
1 That the moſt Chriſtian King cedes to the 
AQveen of England, and her ſucceſſors for ever, 
d& all Acadia, or Nova Scotia, conformable to its 
*« antient boundaries,” c. 


P. Charlevorx was of opinion that France could 
not maintain her cauſe without inverting the order 
of the words of ceſſion, and making Nove Scotia 
| place with Acadia; and in caſe the prin- 
Aples we have proceeded on, in examining that 

| clauſe, be juſt, it muſt needs be as he ſays. How- 
ever, it is not my intention here to decide between 
them: it is left to our readers to judge which of the 
two is moſt fit to be relied on, the quibbling Com- 
miſſaries, or the falſifying Jeſuit. My buſineſs is 
only to let the world ſee, from the direct oppoſition 
found between theſe two parties, (in barely citing 
the words of the treaty on which their pretenſions 
55 founded) how little certainty or ſincerity there 


2 Hiſt, Nov. Fran. tom. 1. p. 113. | 
5 N 155 muſt 


. fon 


4 OY Wende in their cations and the principles which 


_ "they proceed upon, as well as in the meaning they 


Put on paſfages; and whether it is poſſible that cheir 


"ſyſtem, being in the main the ſame, can be right 

at bottom, when they draw it from ſuch different 
fountains. However, they will wonder at this the 
les, when they come to underftand that all the chief 
Freucb geographers and hiſtorical writers, at pre- 
ſent, differ from one another, as well as from the 
moſt ancient and reſpectable teſtimonies, in their 
opinions concerning the ancient limits of Acadia; 


8 and that the CONES differ from them all. 


*Chirlecvix,. in his Hiſtory of New mae *, ac- 
8 that all the country from Peutagoet 
to Cape- Breton was compriſed in the treaty of 
Breda, under the name of Acadia; and that ſome- 
times the neighbouring coaſts went by it. Mr. D#- 
rand, in his memorial preſented to our miniſtry in 
1749, aſcribes to Acadia the whole peninſula of 
Nova Scotia; which he fays is conformable 7o all 
the ' biftorians, and maps of all nations +. Mr. 
Bellin, in his map for Charlevoix's Hiſtory above- 
mentioned, 1744, gives Acadia the - dimen- 

ſions. Mr. Mlliam de PIfe, the King's premier 
7 her, in his maps of t 7oo and 1713, extends 
is limits beyond the peninſula, over one third part 
of the north main. In his map of America 1723, 
he reftrains them to ſomewhat leſs than the penin- 
ſula. Mr. D*Awville's map of America, publiſhed 
mn 1746, agrees nearly with Mr. de PJ/e's firſt 

two maps: in a ſecond edition of it, he reduced 
| the bounds of Acadia to the peninſula; and in a 
third to about one half of it. Meſſieurs Nic. de 

Pfle, and Buache, the preſent premier geographer, 

Tom. i. p. 417. and 113. 

F Mem. a wy P- 7 

23 have 


1851 
have alſo done the like in their 1 map of 


the new diſcoveries to the north of the South-Sea, 


| 1752. 


The French Commilſzcies hat} PR - ke 
the ſeveral perſons abovementioned ; and declare 
they are all in the wrong (and it muſt be allowed 
only one of them __ be right) miſled, as they 
NP by following the Engliſb maps, or other 
bad authorities ; and affirm that the ancient Aca- 
dia conſiſts of nothing but the ſingle line of coaſt 
from Canſeau to cape St. Mary, including Port- 
Royal, without any inland bounds ; and to their 

ideas Mr Robert, in his map of Canada, 1753s. 
has conformed himſelf. But it has been proved 


CY 


that the Commiſſaries have erred themſelves, as 


much as any of thoſe whom they charge with error. 
It ſeems very ſtrange, if theſe were the real an- 
cient bounds of Acadia, as ceded in the treaty of 
Utrecht, that there ſhould be any diſagreement at 
all about them: much more that they ſhould be 
known to none but the Commiſſaries, who yet 
take their authority ſolely from Denys ; whoſe book 
was in the hands of every body, as well as theirs, 
though not one but themſelves could make = 
diſcovery. 


8 ſcems farther ſtrange, EEE Conmmilliies 
could fee the ancient limits in Denys, and not in 
the more early monuments : likewiſe, that in a 
matter of ſuch importance, there ſhould be but 
one author in France who had treated preciſely and 
accurately about it. They reject the authority of 
Count d Eftrades, the French ambaſſador, who 


+ See Mem. Ang]. p. 57 to 67. and Mem. Bran. art. 
12. 1 and art, 1 3. . | 
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I 
tranſacted & the affairs of the treaty of Breda, with 
38 gn approbation of his King, becauſe he makes, 
Pentapoet the firſt place in Acadia. i, 


| They reject the authority both of the French, 
and Eid miniſters concerned in the ſaid treaty, 
and prefer that of Sir Thomas Temple; becauſe 
they make Pentagoet, St. John's fort, Port- Royal, 
and others, to belong to Acadia, and Sir Thomas 
does not. | aki 


They reject the authority of their Kings Lewis 
XIII. and XIV. who from the year 1632 aſſigned 
the rivers St. Laurence and Kennibek as the limits 
of Acadia; becauſe *tis with them a modern regu- 
lation, though eſtabliſhed forty years before Denys 


* 


L.,saſtly, they ſuppreſs, and r ee 
the teſtimony of Champlain, the firſt diſcoverer of 
Acadia, and thoſe parts, in 1603; for no other 

reaſon, doubtleſs, but becauſe he knew the limits 
of Acadia beſt, and his report ſubverts their ſyſtem. 


Whatever reaſons the French Commiſlaries 
might have to reject the authority of ſome, and 
differ in opinion from others, it muſt needs ſeem 
ſurprizing to every body, that they ſhould diſa- 
gree ſo widely from Mr. Durand, who but the 
year before had exhibited to the Engliſh Miniſters 
a memorial, explaining the ſentiments of the 
French Miniſters with reſpect to the ancient limits 
of Acadia, ſupported, as he ſaid, by all the hiſto- 
rians and maps of all nations. peter is 


85 However, I would not have it thought, that I 
impute this receding from their predeceſſor's de- 


[93] 


as well as further invaſion of the Britiſh 

rights, to the ſame rapacious views which inſtigated . 
— at firſt, as if they thought that even one 
half of the Peninſula was too much for us. They 
would doubtleſs gladly compound for the whole, 
would we accept of it: nor would they perhaps, 


for ſake of a 

comes to, have given the world, by that varia- 
tion, ſo much reaſon to ſuſpect the juſtice of their 
cauſe; or have let them ſo plainly Toe that the li 
mits, which they pretend vith cad cans 
dence to have ay ceded to the Engliſb, were 


not known to themſelves 2 in theſe barer 
| een "36 


I it be aſked then, =O . induce them to 
blunder thus, and vary, in effect, from themſelves, 
with regard to a point which ought to be ſuppoſed 
fed and immutable ? the anſwer is, that 1 

had adhered to Mr. Durand's deſcription. of the 
- famits, their ſecond grand argument, grounded on 
the words, and alſo Port-Royal, could not have 
found a place. To make room for it therefore, 
they c their firſt ſyſtem ; by reducing the 
bounds of Acadia from the whole "Peninſula to a 
| ſmall part of it, on the authority of a paſſage of 
| Denys, a modern author, foreign to the purpoſe ; 
and this change ſhews, that the application of the 
words and alſo, to ſupport that reduction, was a 
- diſcovery made by them not till after Mr. Durand 
had delivered-in his memorial: at which time 
2 the French miniſters had not obſerved, or 
informed, that the ſame objection to the En- 
gliſo claim, had been ſtarted ſome years ago by 
(Parievorg. 
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greater matter than the difference 


| ftantial 
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i w indes an FUE a er and to 
| xetvieve it, if poſlible; they ſaw would coſt them 
dear. 1 they choſe = diſavow their firſt 
Agents fyſtem, confeſs, till of late, 
had no fixed idea of the ancient limits in COT 
rather than loſe; the benefits. which they flattered 
themſelves might accrue from that new quirk : 
wach after all hath been proved to be of no man- 
ner of ſervice, unleſs; to ſhew what deſperate ſhifts 
they have been driven to; and what contemptible 
r ars. they have: made: uſe of, to defraud the 
Zach of their julb rights. Muſt we be the 
dupes of ſuch bare-fac'd ju ? Muſt we 
be the dupes of their Juggling, and their bung- 
Ing ar the fame time? | 


Thus I think I GS TAR RTE andifub- - 
proofs, effectually brought to the ground 
the French ſis, concerning the ancient li- 
mits of Acudiu; down: the ſecond un- 
found pillar bin the words and alſo) which 

their chimerical fabrick : for they had 


fupported: 
but two; th aſſages ot Denys, wa roved 
unſound, being the other. oh 


I have further made it appear, that 3 
nmits contended: fur by the Engliſb Commiſſaries 
are the right; whether they ought to be conſidered 
as thoſe deſcribed by Champlain, or ſuch other an- 
cient limits as are referred to in the treaty of Utrecht. 

One of theſe two muſt be the true and ancient 
Bounds of Acadia: and ſince the French Commil- 
faries have declared in their laſi memorial, p. 17 3. 
that the whole queſtion between the two. powers is 
to determine that ſingle point, as without doubt it 


i; methinks, as that queſtion 1 is here ſolved more 
5 | ways 


1951 
ways than one, the French miniſters ouglit to a- 
knowledge themſelves in the wrong, and yield to 
the Engliſb all which they demand to be their due 
by treaties. If they do not, tis preſumed the 
world will no longer hefitate to Son the: thar 
their diſpute about ancient limits, is a ſcheme rob 
to defraud the Engliſb nation of their p 
in the moſt expreſs terms ark oe 
treaties ; that their defence or fyſtem is 7 ma 
falacious, impoſing, and without the leaſt ſolid | 
foundation; ind Har if they ſhould declare war, 
it will be becauſe they are determined to ſupport 
the moſt bare fac d quibbles and n * 
ſtice. 


If hehe 5 are ſincerely 8 to _ 
the above-cenſure, let them examine things well, 
and be ſure that they are in the right, . they 
reſolve to maintain them by force, For if the 
Miniſters who ſent over Mr. Durand in 174 
could miſtake fo egregiouſly in aſcertaining 4 
limits of Acadia; why might not thoſe have miſ- 

taken, who undertook ro ſettle them the next year, 

as they are found in the Memorials of the preſent 

Commillaries ? eſpecially as, inſtead of enlar 

they have.diminſhed its limits more than one Pak 

which ſhould render their determination ſtill more 
ſuſpicious. 


I heir agent, the writer of 8 dare 
venture to make a reply, let him, if he can, an- 1 
wer fairly, and not overlook the principal facts 1 
and arguments. The eyes of foreigners are now 1 
pretty well opened; ſo that ſuppreſſing evidence, il 
miſrepreſenting facts, ſophiſtical reaſoning, falſe i 
aſſertions, low chicanery, and ſuch like contem- _. 
plible * will no longer avail him. I ny 1 
G3 m 


N 


n ſublet but whit u 

of this kind, in the productions of the French, 

. _m on r 
Summary indeed this way of writin 

9 7 


e eee in con 
y wi reigners, is found, more cu- 
larly of late, in the works of cheir 3 | 
| and 3 as well as * 
£ I am ſenſible char the many inaccuracies, incon- 
ſiſtencies, and even contradictions, to be met with 
n the imperfect and often diſcording accounts of 
travellers; in charters, patents, and other monu- 
ments on this ſubject, afford them ample room to 
exerciſe the abovementioned arts, in which they 
are by practice, become ſuch great proficients. 


But Jet — not depend too much on their dex- 
terity and ſkill : for however obſcure or perplexed 


the grand point concerning ancient limits, may at 
= fight Lee ret to be, yet by comparing the ſeve- 
| evidence produced on both ſides, with 


5 — attention, it will be no difficult matter to 
inveſtigate the truth; and ſet it in ſo ſtrong a light, 
that it will not be in che power of bewildering com- 


ments to obſtruct the view of it, or of ſophiſtical 


__—_—— raiſe miſts about it. To come to 


+ Among the reſt, there is a diminutive piece called L Ob- 
ſervateur Hollandois, by way of letter from a Dutchman at 
Liege, to another at the Hague. But the writer betrays the 
Frenchman in every page, and his enmity to the Eng/hfs un- 
der the maſk of friendſhip. His topics, and way of treating 
them, by ſuppreſſin miſrepreſenting facts, are the ſame 
with thoſe An in the Summary Diſcuſſion ; of which it 
ſeems to be a commentary, retailed in monthly parcels, which, 
to make them more ſaleable, are not above half the fize of 
the —_— By ſuch arts and induſtry do the French pro- 


pole to * and  jultify une: 
| he 


— 


971 
the point at once, by removing the heaps of rub- 
biſh thrown in the way, and bringt 15 in 
morteſt manner J could to the teſt a fach 
reaſon, is what, in the preſent „A Bn T have 
undertaken to do. But to return to the RIAL 


Diſcuſſion. N =” 


The author of that tract, having 8 the moſt 
he could of his two authorities, in ſupport of the 
French ſyſtem concerning the aptient limits of A. 
cadia; ſtarts a new Bad of ment to prove, 
againſt the Eng, that it could not have been 
the intention of. France at the treaty of Utrecht to 
give up the country to the north of che Peninſula ;, 
namely, becauſe that would be to deprive the 
French of the paſſage to 2uebek by the river Sr. 
John, during ſeven « of the, year, when the 
river St. Laurence would be ſhut © with 1 Ice,” 


| If this was als caſe, how comes it 'that SER 
ment was never thought- of before ? How comes 
it that the French commiſſaries have not made uſe 
of i it in their memorials ? The reaſon. i is obvious. 


© While they thought, by inen n 
ments, to get * poſleſſon of this river with the reſt 
of Nova Scotia, they ſaid nothing about it: But 
now they find, themſelves on the point of FOG: 


: expelled, the myſtery comes out. 


Hence it ſeems evident, that the main arife of 

the anthor of the Summary and his directors, by 

that pamphlet, is to ſee if our Miniſters can be 

Kae with to give up to them the policfſion of 
th river in Nova Scotia. 

0 e 
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* thay they have diſputed a 
Bot 98 invented ſo many * ang 
lficies to evade 1 It; x 1 ar, that the celipn, i 
Bly concerns the Fs jent. limits of las tr 2 

* 08 partof Peninſula, or to the wh hole 
at moſt, 


Is it not a ve ; modeſt ueſ to e poſ 
gn a ver, Which c ough th 5 of | 
the whole Country, as Johns, does from , 
borders of. New Eig. 'to. the bay of Fundy. ? 
Louis XIV. had 5 mb model, as well as, 
equity and deſire for peace. (expreſſed in his pros 

als and NEG, tq 2 Queen Hunt 1. to 


make fuch a rec 0 thought 901 
. Eould'be capable of Frming by 5 Bo 2 doch 

5 vy oh 

treaty of Gen, Ws a line © ks is jaſt ay 


reduce the Eng liſh 
reaſonable as if t Engliſh, nr ure. paſfeſ- 
flon 'of either the 8 Rhone, 3 7 


ech of which.runs through Seat Pakt of Fronee, 


tant them this requeſt, and I ſhould not won: 
dep, if ſometime hence, they ſhould. aſks the. * 
. meh, * e $4 dy Tr 1 8 
queſt e they, would, in 0 
by 5 5 is, 3 pon 1 75 Oe, Is, 


o countries inſt gut. in pg 
ſeſſion, not only 6 Scotia 03g but 3 


of. the coun 0 8 gdqbok, ny, of York, 
ed lies 107 of vr 5 ew E 


might be calſly cffeced e 0 LEY 
prophr 58 and from the port, at. its mouth. 
e aal have l 1 500 


1 # Pieces julie. en. 28, apd 32. P. 341, aud 383. 
. cam- 


—— Lrecbhi they got Capt- Breton cuded 


e 


CR LOI OO kbar — 
Ic ements on that has 
ay. OpIKTVEN. Hence 
75 hould hes x 


fore Pn: Will be V  kittle advantage to chem 

Without St - John 'i 1 river. | | 
As AL sn ende or dig tg 

0 8 no reaſon _w the Engl 


72 
N BB would = nb leſs in- 
detrimental to themſelves. At 


to them wink pete of king s frox pan 
to Capes by the river of dr Lauren; now un 
_ etoncc of wantitig another free paſſage, they 

. the river Sr. Jobs — P 


If this vince bod at chem, wy 


as i t0 be, fare it waz fo at that titne as well 
A re we 1 f for 
— of Un, as well as 


— 


row # 


They have only one anſwer to hos to „ 
ui. that although there was the ſame Occaſſon 
for &. John's river then as now, yet there was 

. not 


.de, 
nat the ſame occaſion to A ly for it, becauſe 
Aid not apprehend. that it 3g cede by + aunt 
that treaty. . This in ns what the author of 
f the Summary, 5 5 . Be] he affirms, | 
kk Nothing was 79800 the intention of 
62 Franck, "than: to Wee 05010 have ceded 
W 0 Bain“ ALt TH ob Tn PART OF THE 
© GULPH OF Sr. LAURENCE,'as well as the ſouth 
Ke kor countrꝝ on the be the river of that 
. e, as Jar 55 Quel bek © r ſuch: A ceſſion 


mer FOX 


7065 Field? ig up of . 1 ee which 


. had fo juſtly appretiended.” * 
"FG Vain to Pre Netend want of intention t, "ha | 


. 9 55 ability of cediog che country "quie- 
ſtiön, from a on of inconvertienaies againſt 
facts: ſince the ceſſion has been clearty prov'd by 

ſeveral kinds of arguments. This plea, likewiſe 
ſcems to be contradicted by a clauſe in the anſwer 
| of Louis XIV. of the 7900 of June, 1712, cited | 
in the ſame Place # by the author of the Summary. 


For the King, as a reaſon why he ought to 
| Fen the ſole poſſeiion of Cape- Breton, expreſly 
obſerves, that ould the Engliſh, being already 
-*. maſters of Acadia. and Newfoundland, poſſeſs 
nin common with the French the iſland of Cape 
« Breton ; his ſhips, in caſe of a war, would be 
2 entirely deprived of the benefit of entring the 
river Sr, Laurence, and Canada world be loſt ta 
1855 France. For the ſame reaſons,” he would re- 
e ſerve to himſelf the liberty of erecting forts in 
be gs (of the gulph+), and in he mouth 
f 0 

The abſurdic of th's ſuggeſtion is humouſly expoſed in 
— * the F — 0 eg to Nova ey p. 60. ” 


-# By the iſles of the gulph, arg to be underſtood the iſles 
"=" 


- 


* 
* 


/ 


| I 101 ] | 
* of the. river St. e ag nl as pg 


«© Breton.” 


i aa woos 
ſeem to be this, © that by the ceſſion 0 2 1 
« which I have agreed to in the preceding article, 
. my ſubjects will be deprived of the communi- 
* cation of Quebet with St. John's river, which 
8. is part of Acadia ſo ceded ; if therefore I ſhould 

<< yield alſo part of Cape-Breton, my ſhips Would 
« be hindered, in caſe of a war, from in- 
ee to St. Laurence river, which would be the loſs 
<« of Canada, as in that caſe my ſubje&s coul 
have uo acceſs to it. Louis therefore thought 
it ic bar reaſonable that he ſhould have one free paſ- 
ſage to his northern poſſeſſions; and tis likely our 
Miniſters, from the ſame conſideration, were in- 
duced to yield him up Cape. Breton and the iſles 
of Sf. Laurence Sulph. | * 
But N all the country to the Fon of che 
Finsſul was to have remained in the hands of the 
French at the treaty of Utrecht, Louis XIV. could 
not have had the ſame plea for although his ſhips | 
might be hindered from getting into the river ot 
St. Laurence, yet how could Canada be loſt, 

_ caſe St. Foby's river was in his poſſeſſion; Rucr 
by that river the French could have admittance to 
it all the year round? It is remarkable likewiſe, 

that in this place, as elſewhere, he ſpeaks of the 
ceſſion of Acadia in general, without any limita- 
tion; and conſequently had in view nothing leſs 
than Acadia in its utmoſt extent, ſuch as he had 


in general, and in particular thoſe in the mouth of the river | 
St. Laurence: as 3 by 9 the King's anſwer 

with the propoſals of England, art 31, par. 4. p. 377. and 
nr | 


tw) 


nn his gero, ad ges daß 

to have been known to him 

But whether he Engliſh ſharin with the French 
As iſſakd ö A ee reton would Nave hindered 
their ſhips ving e to this tiver K. Tau. 

Fence of je Fer it is 57 from Ez lahd's Ulaim- | 

Ing it, and ther iſles of che gulpk of $7; Tad nce, 

then in the polleſfion er the French, an from 

Frans refering thei by tredlf, that it was the 

intention of the 880 to have the Whole of Nova 

| Scotia of Acudia, and of the je Aa mY Wu he 


1 88 exceptiig thole reſerved 


Those ittands bein tak 1 he Wan of 
Tas: England could have had no pretefice of 
2 fo them, dut is Nova Scotia 58 ceded fo 

„ and they originally belonged: ed it. She was 

0 far from Peter Nova Scotia tõ be Contrac- 
ted or diminiſhed > its Artient Fas, by 


Sous antient limits; that it was the autho- 
thoſe tt wores 9 — ater i to E 


e 


in the hands: K Frans. Nor d Pane 7 5 
her, but in effect aK H leds het ag my 
juſt: and it was fo prevent t aig paſſing to G 
Britain, by virtue of the ceſſtot of N S§col i, 
that Francs reſerved chem, particularly Cz # W 
ton, which never was (much leſs origitially was 
a part of Acadia. If it had for been for th 
France would not have had the leaf dtafidn * 


ſervĩ g them in the trẽã treaty. e 

| Nees there 4 er em 2 aan this, 10 
that under the words Acudia — — - | 
= -: nien limits, Frunct ceded not only the 


inſula, but likewiſe all the country to the wech e of 


uh as far as the river S7. Laurence ? Belides, if if 
| the 


501 

255 hat ues helonges 9 

e muſt not the We 
them have O. belonged to 

NN that Louis XIV. and bb ke 

treaty of Utrecht, had "= much in view, 


as to cede to Great, Britain all the Acadia of his 
| Des Las” apd unn 
of King Jane England. 
3 r 
the preliminary articles, than the-piege of Pexin- 
fuls, which the commiſſuries would put then off 
with, ſhe would have had no pretence-to claim 
thoſe iflands, 25 being game out ef the bounds of 
che part fo ceded, | 


And A G, is it to be imagined, ſha wauld hae 
preſumed to tell Lauis XIV. that his ſubje#7s might 
enjoy. the iſland, of Caper Breton, in commer, with 
| thoſe of the Queen; as it were to offer him a 
part, of; what; was. his own), e apa pot- 
{eion, as by. ſuch ſcanty ceſſion. | 


In thatcaſe, would not Louis have wiede u 

— ve) ; not only as a new demand; contrary to tha 

9 8th of October, 17 Tr, 

lin the — manner as he did with reſpect to tha 

jllands in the mouth of the river 87. Laurence :) 
but alſo as a kind of affront olferectes Himfetf# 


Qs, the-arher; hand, ſuppoſing. to. have 
bean, ignthis Sruatign,, ifhethaught, it ſa neceſiry 
ta. by. treaty-1p ſnaal a part. of, Nawa-Spotia 
a Acadia, as, thoſt, ifaudg, is it likely, that ha 
would have taken leſs cars ofithe byr far more xalu- 
able part, the main land Could he without * 


- 08 ©: Dinces-julibe, an, 36. par. a 8 
$ See Art. 28. par. 4. and the anſpver, art 284 per. 1. 


* >» : 
* 4 
. N 9. 7 9 9 0 . * 
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a 1 =_ - 
firrender, have judged himſelf more ſecure of the 
continent than of the iſlands, eſpecially as he had 


dn expreſs. N up the whob of that 


. article of it, 


by OT. to ö 5 


This i is on 1 hs . continent to 
north of the Peninſula was at that time in the 
s of the. French King, as well as the iſlands, | 
But ſuppoſing it was then in the poſſeſſion of the 
Engliſh, as it was by the late conqueſt i in 1710 
(for French intruſions, if there were any, did not 
affect our right?) there was ſtill the more reaſon 
in caſe France ceded no more than a part of that 
8 Paninſule to Britain, why the remainder of No- 
va Scotia; or Acadia, ſhould have been formally 
reſtored to France, which, for want of fuch au- 
© thentic reſtitution, muſt want a title to the ſame ; 


ach: title conſequently remains in the Engliſh. 


- The argument againſt a path ceſſion of Nova 
Scotia, or Acadia, in the treaty of Utrecht, drawn 
from Louis XIV. not reſerving a right to any 

bt thereof, except the iſlands, is corroborated 


by [I Eg. right bp any other 


e the caſt coaſt of Nova 
Scotia, or Acadia, belonged to him, is it not 
likely that he would have required liberty to for- 
tify ſome of its ports, as well as the adjacent iſles ? 
But whatever reaſons might be urged for not for- 
tifying the eaſtern coaſt of Nova Scotia (on ac- 
count + the neighbouring iſles defending i it, or 


9 Beſides, inſtead of depriving the Engl, 72 of the lands, if 
any French remained in the country, two years after the trea- 


ty, they became the property of the Zaglis by the 14th 
2 others 


— 


„ * 
wide a; ; yet, if $7. Jobn's river had been in 4 


hands of e . French, and is of ſuch importance as 


"the author of the Summary alledges, methinks it 
would have been no leſs neceſſary to fortify the 
_ — — than that of the river St. Laurence, 
as uring the paſſage up it, as the ſhips 
in port there; more eſpecially, as Port- Royal, 
which lies ſo near it to the ſouth, was fortified. 


not reſerve a right to fortity it, that he did not 


a 


It ſeers manifeſt therefore, ſince Louis XIV. dd 


Judge: it to be in his poſſeſſion: and he not only 


knew that the Exgliſb had conquered it two years 
before, but was conſcious he had given it out of 


his poſſeſſion, by ceding to them all Nova Scotia, 
or Acadia, that is, the northern, as well as the 
ſouthern part of the country; the continent as 
| wo as ps n. 


Do not all theſe circumſtances clearly evince, 
as far as inferences can evince, the falfiry of the 
aſſertion, that France had no intention to give uf 
the country ſouth of the river $7. Laurence, whic 


includes St. Jobn's river? In ſhort, the reader 


ſees, that all the arguments which the French 


bring in ſupport of their ſyſtem, from facts, from 


reaſon, and from circumſtances, turn againſt them; 


and concur no leſs to overthrow their ſyſtem; than 


thoſe brought againſt it by the E oli commiſ- 


ſäaries; ſince they agree with the ceſſion of tile 


5 whole, and are incompatible with that of a part. 


But now we are come about again to St. John's 
river, let us ſee what our Summariſt has farther 
to fay on this topic, which at preſent ſeems to be 
the chief bone of contention with France. 


* 


"= 1 


* 
9 = 
* 
< = 
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7 ſal of the Engliſh to yield them the river S. Jobn 


the country comes to be ſettled: butfi 


there were ſo many others of much 
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saber fs Win to OO ar 


appear the more invidious, pretends, p. 13. that 


"their reaſon is, n to male a 
e communication by land al 


ong the coaſt, and 


round the French (or Fundy) bay, and the moſt 
«© eaſtern parts of Acadia.” Which proje& he 


treats as chimerical, tho' it will be neceflary when 
ing it 
ſhould not, he ought not to have aſſigned this as 

the only reaſon they have for the refuſal, when - 
im- 
portance before his eyes. But it muſt be remem- 
bred, that the whole buſineſs or the * is 


to ſuppreſs and impoſe. 


As to the ſugge oeſtion, tug the Engli — this 


river and the country of Nova Scotia, chiefly be- 


cauſe their deſign is to conquer Canada, it is fo 


abſurd in itſelf, that it ſcarce deſerves to be taken 
notice of. If the Eugliſb were ſo fond of con- 

quering Canada, they would have done it many 
years ago, when there was ſmall difficulty in the 


undertaking to what there might be now. But 


the French have for a long time given them fo 


great provocation from thence, that their —_ : 
ſters think we ought to conquer it. Ho | 


:that may be, the poſſeſſion of the river or — 
try in queſtion, does not give the Enghfþ a better 


opportunity of conquering Canada, than.it would 


the French of conquering the neighbouring pro- 
. - vinces, which would then be ſurrounded by them. 


If the Git diſpoſition of the Engliſh for 


5 many years paſt be conſidered, it will appear that 


they 


[ 1071 
| ey ihe Gn ee to 


conquer Canada, that they had ſcarce any inclin- 


tion to preſerve their own territories; while the 
French, by their continual encroachments, and 
building forts on our very frontiers, have demon- 
ſtrated. the moſt ſanguine deſire to conquer them. 


Does not this ſhew the Mets as well as hypocriſy,” 
OI | 


They are either ſo thoughtleſs or hardy, as ge- 
nerally to make uſe of arguments, which, like | 
this, turn againſt themſelves. Of a like kind 
is another ion of the author of the Sum- 
mary, viz. that not only the territories of the 
French, but even thoſe of the Dutch, Spaniards, 


and Portugueſe, are in danger from the Engliſh, 
r | 


— 


This might with ſome juſtice be ſaid of the 
French, who, by their ſettlement at Cayenne, on 
the north-eaſt coaſt of South America, have 
thruſt themſelves in, between the Dutch at Su- 
rinam on one fide, and the Portugueſe in Bra- 
I on the other, in order to thruſt both out, 
whenever they have an opportunity. By their 
ſettlements at the mouth of the Miſiſippi, and on 
the adjacent coaſts, they have divided New Spain 
from Florida; and have intruded on the claims 
and poſſeſſions of the Spaniards, as well as the 
Engliſh , with a view to carry on, as they do, an 
illicit trade at their Mexican mines, and doubtleſs 
to ſeize them at length. Their frequent encroach- 
ments put it beyond all doubt, that both will be 
in danger from them whenever they grow ſtrong : 
Whereas the Eugliſb territories, being all con- 
fined, as yet, to the eaſtern coaſt of Nort h A 


merica, 


2 


5 


8 . S * oe . 108 1 
- * merica, do not come near the territories of either 

the Duteb or Portugueſe; and only border in one 
1 part, of no great extent, on the + nee in 
5 the r of Florida. - 


Will it not em range to thoſe 3 
with the French politics, that they ſhould exclam 
ſo much againſt the Exgliſʒ for cutting log wood 
„An certain places on the Spaniſh main, to which 
they claim a right by agreement, as well as pre- 
ſcription; and at the ſame time, beſides their other 
encroachments, have actually ſeized near one half, 
as well as the beſt lands, of the iſland of Hiſpa- 
niola, from the Spaniards, under pretence of a 
title derived from thoſe notorious ſea- robbers and 
pirates, the Buccaniers? Have they not diſcover- 
ed ſtrong indications of a deſign to conquer Cuba, 
which lie ſo at hand, and make * maſ- 
tens of the windward paſſage FX ::E 


15 it poſſible then that the Spaniards can join 
them againſt the Engliſp, on a ſuppoſition; that 
they have more to fear from us than the French? 
Such arguments fure can ſerve only to-put them 
in mind of the injuries which the French have done- 
them; and convince them that their greateſt dan- 
ger is to be apprehended from that quarter, rather 
than from any other European nation ſettled in 
America, or than from them all together? 


„ 1-1 Nv $a b. 
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4 


Pins _- after exiſtence, read, bur! * 
| re than _ Nova Scotia. 


1 42. Bk. e La Cb this -note. The 
Commiſſaries produce Læſcarbot, as one of the 
three authors who treat of the limits of Acadia, 
and yet do not produce one paſſage from him, in 
which Acadia is mentioned: nay, they acknow- 
ledge that he makes no mention of it. See Mem. 


Fan. art. 17. p. 142. 


P. 71. I. 3. a note at the word enjoy. Thus 
far are the words of the treaty : now ſince the five 
forts aftermentioned were given up, as demanded 
by France, tis plain, that here are found the an- 
cient limits of Acadia; namely thoſe which France 
enjoyed formerly, or before the Breda treaty, weſt- 
ward to the Kennibek. And as the ceding words 
of the treaty of Utrecht run in the fame form, ex- 
tending to all places, Sc. which the French had 
at any time formerly poſſeſſed ; . conſequently, by 

thoſe words, muſt be underſtood the ſame limits 
as were ceded in the treaty of Breda, to which our 
plenipotentiaries at Urrechi had an eye. 


P. 80. at the end of the note. —And 16 it 
may be obſerved, that the third article of the treaty 
of St. Germain en Lay, 1632, reſtores to France 
all the places poſſeſſed in New France, Acadia, 
and Canada, by the ſubjefts of King Charles I. 
which places are afterwards ſpecified to be Port- 


Royal, 25 fort of * and Cape-Breton. 
W 


to Acadia, 0 Kale did to Clinede 3 3 
place in, or Er Acodis, was notceded by the treaty, 
which yet ſuggeſts there uus. | | 
P. 86. after Aieadia, line 4. from the bottom, 
read, r | 
mon, made by Ln XIV. in May, 22 a8 
71 ' Utrecht, 
* — 4 the Commiſſaries | 
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By T. ferrzavs, Geographer to his Royal High- 
neis the Prince of Wales, at Charing-Croſs, _ 


MAP of the moſt inhabited Parts of New-Englan ; 


5 RS 


containing the Provinces of Maſlachaſets Bay and New 
pſhire, with the Colonies of Konektikut and Rhiode- 
mand. The whole compoſed from actual Surveys, and the 


| Situation adjuſted by aſtronomical Obſervations. In which ii: | 


included the Courſe of Hudſon's River from New York to the 
Carrying-Place, and the Lakes and Country adjoining Crown- 
Point, the preſent Seat of War between Major-General John» 
ſon and the French. JI» 4 Sheets, Price 10s. 54. 2 
II. A new Map of Nova Scotia and Cape- Breton, with the 
adjacent Parts of New - England and Canada, Compoſed from 
a great Number of accurate Surveys and other Materials, and 
regulated by many aftronomical Obſervations, as ſet forth in 
the Memoir, Price 27. 6d. 


| III. A large and particular Plan of ShegneQo Bay, and the 


circumjacent Country, with the Forts and Settlements of the 
French, till diſpoſſeſſed by the Engliſh in June 1755. drawn 
on the Spot by an Officer. Price 1s. 6d. . 
* TV. The Conduct of the French with regard to Nova Seo-- 
tia, from its firſt Settlement at the preſent Time. Price 1s. 

V. A Map of North America, from the French of Mr. D*- 
Anville, containing the Engliſh, French, and Spaniſh Settle. 
ments, improved in the back Settlements of Virginia and 
Courſe of the Ohio, illuſtrated with geographical and hiſtori- 
cal Remarks. Price 21. 5 3 Hed.” 

VI. A Pocket-Mirror for North America, which exhibits 
at one View, the European Settlements} with the Claims of 
the Engliſh ; and the French Incroachments. Price g. 
VII. A of the moſt inhabited Parts of Virginia, in 
Four Sheets, trom an accurate Survey. made in 1751. The 
Second Edition, greatly improved. By Meſſ. Fx v and IE r- 
FERSON. *,* In this new Impreſſion the Courſe of the Ohio 
and its Branches, with the Forts fituated thereon in the neareſt 
back Settlements, particularly the Country lying between 
Will's Creek and Log's Town, which has been the Scene of 
the late Actions, are laid down a-new from ſeveral Surveys 
#nd Dravghts taken on thoſe Occaſions. The Waggon Roads 
likewiſe from Williamſburg and Alexandria, through Win- 

_  Cheller, 
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8 The Seat of War on the Cbaſt of Somendel. 1 
Pri the ebief European e with an Explanation. 7 — 1 
* ice 24. | 8 3 

— A Cha of univerſal. Eider, dene for the aſe ot hn 5 ; 

* Royal H bneſs the Prince of Wales. Price 10s: 64. 1 
3 | Th . of the moſt pleaſant Views from and near Riche. 25 I 
= mond in Surry. iſt, Up the River. 2d, Down the River. 1 5 1 

1 View of Lord en Wood at Peterſam 

Wo” hel three are from Draw in mpletely finiſhed by Mon. 
»*  _ Chatralain. 4th, A general ew Ol hmond, after a beau- 

E- © fa Painting 91 Til man's in che Earl of Radnor 5 Gallery - | 
Ke Twickenham,” Price 1 07. 64. * 

© X1]I; The Four followin wing elated running Horſes ! Re. 
us, Sedbury, Torriſmond, and the Martindale Starling ; 8 

rom the original Paintings of the late i * Mr. ane, 3 

12 | 8 | 


Vi via 3 * Pries e 8 g 
1 "Oe ee FtvcRea) e 
e Oc ON with T. b: 
3 rvice of the Baziſh Navigator, © 5 f 
EF | Walkingion „eme, with u 1. eee DE | 
Y 3 Vitginis and "Courſe of the Map of Kc. * . 
2 e Surveys, the only: one extant. Price 15, © 3 
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4: An Eng lim Chart of che Atlantick Ocean, including ihe i 
Britiſh, Freich, and Spaniſh Settlements in North America,. ! 
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